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| Tne pesate which took place in the House of Com- 
'mons on Tuesday evening last, upon Mr. Milner Gib- 
'gon’s resolutions for altering in various respects the 
: mt system of dealing with private bills, seems to 
afford some hope of a complete and radical change before 
‘long. Lord Robert Cecil’s speech contained an able and 

almost exhaustive impeachment of the system in force 

“now and for many years past, and proved to the satis- 
‘faction of all unprejudiced persons the impossibility of 
dealing with the question satisfactorily by such trivial 
amen ts as those embodied in the Government 

‘scheme, yet the only proposal in lieu of it which the 
‘noble lord brought forward was one which was con- 

‘demned several years ago, after actual experience of its 
demerits, Lord Robert Cecil thus describes the present 
| state of things :— 

' Let the House try to imagine what the state of things would 
| be if the Court of Queen’s Bench were abolished and a tribu- 
' nal substituted, composed of five gentlemen, selected indiscri- 
' minately from the whole body of the members of Lincoln’s-inn, 

sitting one five in one day and another five on another day, 
'with no security that the same judges who sat on one day 
would sit on any subsequent day. Several bills had just been 

‘brought forward a second time, after being rejected last year, 
/and the cause of the anomaly was that the promoters took 
‘their chance of another committee. It was impossible that 
_.the same question could be brought forward: again and again 
before the same judges in a court of law, where certain fixed 
| principles were acted upon; but the same schemes were brought 
| forward again and again, to the infliction of great hardship 
on those who opposed them. Then there was the incompe- 
_ tency of the tribunal. A body of gentlemen had been got 

together, who were ready to sit as chairmen through an entire 
' session, and any one of them was competent to conduct an in- 

quiry but four other members sat by his side, and it was a 

elusion to suppose that the chairman was not constantly out- 
voted by members who were absolutely inexperienced. No 
' ‘one denied that the tribunal was pure, but the result of all 
the varjous defects was to cast on the suit an enormous and 
unnecessary expense. In one committee upon which he sat, 
| hearing the division bell ring, he proposed to go and vote, 
_ but he was told that the counsel, agents, and witnesses engaged 

_ made it so costly that one pound a minute was spent during 
| every minute that the committee was sitting. The London 
; and North-Western had spend from first to last £1,000,000 

in these committee-rooms; the Great Western had spent 
£800,000, and the Great Northern spent £300,000 before, he 
believed, a mile of their line was opened. The expense, too, 
| was not in the first inception of a scheme, but in having to 
come year after year to watch the proceedings of other com- 

»panies, in order that their interests might not be affected. 

» This is all bad enough in itself, and, if there were no 
other reason, there ought to be some change in the tri- 
bunal; but the truth is, that, independently ofany such 
considerations as regard the interests of the public, or 
_ persons a in schemes requiring Parliamentary 
‘sanction, the House of Commons has, at length, opened its 
eyes to the absolute necessity of affording itself some 
| telief from the responsibility and the labour which are 
involved in the attempt to deal with so vast and pressing 
_& mass of business, requiring an amount of patient inves- 
tigation and of judicial training far beyond the compe- 
ope! of ordi members of Parliament. Lord R. 
Cecil's remedy is to have some “tribunal external to 
‘the Housé,” whose duty it would be to “ascertain the 














facts.” But this is the very plan which was introduced 
in 1846, and was given up in 1851, It was found that 
those prelimi inquiries were not only very expen- 
sive, but were often altogether useless, because Parlia- 
mentary committees uently refused to be bound by 
the decisions so arrived at, and, therefore, the whole 
inquiry was opened up de novo, to the great vexation 
on increased expense of the parties. Mr. Milner Gib- 
son's “ resolutions,” which are based upon the report of 
the select committee of last session, will, no doubt, do 
something to ease the mya ear which at nt 
exists, but they are very inadequate to meet the real 
grievance. ‘Their main feature is to enable the House, 
in cases where the promoters and opponents of a private 
bill consent, to refer it to the chairman of Ways and 
Means, and other selected members to be associated with 
him, as a quasi-judicial body. This plan will certainly 
afford considerable relief where the parties are willing to 
adopt it. But the number of such cases must be r= 
tionately insignificant, and, generally, their intrinsic im- 
portance will be found to be very slight. The House 
will still continue to be overworked with the business of 
private bill legislation, which will, therefore, still be 
conducted in a manner at once uncertain and expensive, 
beyond all reason. The real remedy will not be resorted 
to until Parliament is prepared to relinquish so much of 
its legislative capacity as will be necessary to constitute a 

roper judicial tribunal for dealing with sich business. 

n truth, it has already taken many steps in this direction. 
The Copyhold Commission, the Tithe Commission, 
the Inclosure Commission, and the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Chancery under the Leases and Sales of 
Estates Act, are standing proofs how much better and 
more safely this kind of work can be done by regularly 
constituted tribunals than by Parliament. 

Tue Government is again moving for the purpose of 
carrying out the recommendation of the commissioners 
for the concentration of courts. Mr. Co has an- 
nounced his intention of bringing in a bill for this 
purpose early in the present session. We have so fre- 
quently expressed our views upon the subject, that we 
need now do nothing more than note, from time to time, 
the comments made on the scheme.. We extract the fol- 
lowing from the Daily Telegraph:— 

No one denies that the courts of Westminster are ill ar- 
arranged; that those of the Vice-Chancellors are intolerably 
small and inconvenient; and that the courts of bankruptcy 
and other branches of the judicature in the City are almost 
inconceivably detestable. No one denies the impolicy of 
placing these buildings at such distances from each other as to 
serionsly impede communication between them, Except an 
exceedingly small section of barristers, who practise both in 
Westminster Hall and before the Parliamentary committees, or 
who have some other private interest in opposing any reform of 
the present system, the unanimous opinion of the legal profes- 
sion loudly condemns it. It is not because the reality of the 
evils to which we have referred is seriously disputed that the; 
remain year after year without remedy. It may be icuel, 
then, Why is not the remedy applied? The answer to the 
question is twofold. In the first place, the removal of the law 
courts from their present position to some central site would 
affect injuriously certain local ir.terests, and these, of course, 
create a great obstacle to the required amendment, * * * 
Another reason why the proposal of last year was rejected by 
the House of Commons, was the extravagance and 
ness of the scheme submitted to its consideration. We have 
hitherto been content to see the judges sit in mere 
hovels. The Government proposed to rush from one 
extreme to another, and to substitute a “ palace” of jus- 
tice. Modern experience of so-called palaces is not fayour- 
able to their multiplication. Our legislators, at present, sit in 
2 palace of Westminster, and have learned, by actual 
that the redundancy of its ornament does not compensate for 
its inconvenience. The sum demanded for the new 
building, appeared to the House of Commons pre- 
posterous. Making ample allowance for the cost of the pur- 
chase of ground, and the necessary magnitude of the structure, 
we cannot fail to see that the projectors contemplated the exe- 
cution of a design of extra’ magnificence. The House 
wisely rejected the project, and,"much as we RY the want 
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of a suitable edifice, we trust that the same fate will await any 
measure. Without careful and pertinacious scrutiny, 
Parliament and the nation will be committed to an undertaking 
yr were which no detailed information is given beforehand. 
inquiry as to the character of the building, the number of tri- 
it is to accommodate, and the architect who is to 
etect it, has hitherto been successfully eluded * * * 
What is. really wanted is a plain substantial structure, in 
which beauty is attained by excellence of proportion, conve- 
nience of t, and good workmanship, rather than by 
costliness of material or redundancy of ornament. We are 
satisfied that a handsome edifice of the kind indicated could 
be produced at far less than the cost which Parliament has 
been vainly asked to sanction. We see no objection to a solid, 
well-designed fabric of brick. That material has been used in 
the construction of some of the noblest specimens of secular 
architecture in this country. There are now sound reasons 
for preferring gothic design, provided that there be not that 
blind adherence to ancient forms which involves anachronism. 
The essential merits of pointed architecture—its truthfulness, 
stability, and flexibility—exist for all time; and if architects 
had confined their attention to these good qualities, instead of 
to mere details, which are often unsuited for modern use, the 
style would not suffer the discredit under which, as applied to 
secular buildings, it has lately laboured. Unhappily a system 
preyails of remunerating these professional gentlemen by & 
on the cost of the works which they erect. Conse- 
quently, they have a direct interest in increasing the expenses 
of construction, and in overlaying their drawings with orna- 
ment. Simplicity of design is now extremely rare, partly 
because it taxes to the utmost the mental powers of the archi- 
tect, and partly because it is adverse to his pecuniary in- 
terests. 


Mr. Fraser Macqvesn, Q.C., in the preface to the 
second edition of his valuable work on the Law of 
Divorce, made some observations on the desirableness of 
a preliminary judicial inquiry before divorce suits should 
be allowed to be instituted, and his suggestion on this 
subject has been revived in various quarters, no 
doubt in consequence of the scandal created recent} 
by some suits which, according to the general belief, 
were intended merely as engines of extortion. Mr. Mac- 
queen — with favour the kind of preliminary in- 
quiry which is required wherever the Code Napoleon 
is in force—mainly with a view to the possible recon- 
ciliation of the parties, but also for the purpose of in- 
vestigation into the primd facie merits of the case. In 
consequence of the suit, which a few weeks ago caused 
so much noise, some persons have gone so far as to re- 
commend a measure which would prevent the filing of 
any petition for dissolution of marriage or judicial sepa- 
ration, until the proposed petitioner made out such a 
case before a preliminary tribunal, as would entitle him 
to a decree in the absence of evidence to the contrary. 
We confess, however, to no little misgiving as to the 
probable result of any such system. At present a peti- 
tioner is required, by the eral rules of the Court, to 
verify “the facts stated in the petition of which he or she 
has personal cognizance,” and such affidavit must be filed 
with the petition. It is not easy to suggest a safer, or upon 
the whole, a better mode of preventing improper suits, 
without raising unreasonable obstacles, or imposing 
too oppressive burdens on bond side petitioners who are 
not rich enough to bear great expense. There is 
always danger in legislating for exceptional cases, 
and h it is no doubt a very great hardship upon 
& respectable man to find himself made a party to 
@ divorce suit without any just causc—as a mere 
vietim marked out by the extortioner—yet such cases 
ate not likely to be frequent, and the oftener they 
@ceur, the less annoyance will arise from the unfortu- 
nate position of such a co-respondent; while, on the 
other hand, it would be areal grievance to the great 
majority of suitors if they were obliged to have two in- 

private and the other public—instead 
of the latter only, as is now the case. The affidavit 
accompanying the petition was intended as some secu- 
tity against the improper use of the process of the 
Gourt, It might be made more efficient than it now is, 





if the petition were required to state specifically, in 
every case, some, at least, of the i acts 
in respect of which the suit was instituted, accom. 
panied by an affidavit of some person ing to a 

rsonal knowledge of the facts specially alleged 
in the petition. This would enable the ¢o-respon- 
dent at once to know the main features of the case 
against him, and the principal witness upon whom the 
petitioner relied, while it would afford to the process of 
the court sufficient protection against abuse. At pre- 
sent the petitioner is obliged to verify only those facts 
which are within “his personal cognizance ;” and, in 
nine cases out of ten, where adultery is charged, the 
petitioner cannot be regarded as having personal cogni- 
= of the fact; so that, hg ctor the cog Ni 

uired—in conformity with the present vague allega- 

tions contained in the petition—does not ‘afford angel 
security either to the _—_ parties or to the Court 
itself. In short, it is only required to make the system, 
of which the rudiments now exist, better _ for 
the particular purpose in question, to give as muc 
tection as oan well be iver without inewering the 
danger of doing more harm than good. We quite 
agree with Mr. Macqueen, however, to the extent of 
admitting that, before the petition is allowed to be filed, 
some competent officer should see that the allegations 
and preliminary verification are sufficient, and should 
be empowered, in any case of suspicion, to require the 
personal attendance of the petitioner, and even of the 
preliminary witnesses. 

Tue Queen has been pleased to grant unto John 
Humffrevs Parry, Serjeant-at-law, —_ and precedence 
within the Bar next after William Ballantine, Serjeant- 
at-law. 


Mr. Micuast R. Barer, of the Equity Bar, has been 
appointed Queen’s Advocate for the Gold Coast. Mr. 


Barry was for some time one of the reporters in the 
Court of Chancery for the Weekly Reporter. 


A PETITION was presented to the House of Commons 


on Tuesday against the return for Barnstaple, by Messrs, 
Toller and Peard, alleging that the majority gained by 
Mr. Lloyd over Mr. Bremridge was obtained by illegal 


votes and bribery, and praying for a committee. 





WHAT IS A CONTINUOUS AND APPARENT 
EASEMENT ? 

A recent decision of the Lord Chancellor upon a claim 
of easement is calculated rather to suggest difficulties in 
that branch of law than to remove them. The question 
in numerous cases which have preceded that of Suffield 
vy. Brown, reported 12 W. R. 356, has been the same 
as arose in that case—viz., whether the Court is to abide 
by the language of a deed, or is to allow extraneous cir- 
cumstances tocoutrol it. In order to exhibit the diffi- 
culties which occur in answering this question, it may 
be useful to state briefly the facts upon which the Lord 
Chancellor was called upon to decide, and then to 
examine some of the cases at common law upon which 
his Lordship’s judgment has thrown doubt. 

In the case of Suficld v. Brown, which eame origi- 
nally before the Master of the Rolls, the plaintiff was 
owner of a dock at Bermondsey, used for canine 
ships. The defendant was owner of a strip of land 
wharf adjoining the dock, on whieh he had ayo to 
build a warehouse. The plaintiff had filed his bill for 
an injunction to restrain such building, on the 
that, when his dock was occupied by a vessel of lange 
size, her bowsprit must project over the boundary fence 
of the dock across the defendant's pevosioes, aitah it 
could not do if the defendant's building should be ereeted. 
The plaintiff contended that he had a to re- 
strain such building, because it would deprive him of 
an easement or privilege which he wag entitled to 

i the land of the defendant. It 


use or exercise over 


appeared that from 1841 to 1845. the seme person was 
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owner in fee, and also occupier, both of the dock and of 
the adjoining strip of land and coal wharf; and, during 
bo ae iw doerg of a Somepst taken into 
the dock to repaired, her standing it 
jected over the strip of land. In June, 1845, the hue 
properties—the dock, and the strip of land and coal 
wharf—were put up for sale by the owner and occupier, 
by public auction. The particulars of sale stated that 
the dock was capable of holding two vessels of large 
size, and that, at ve water, several vessels, or a steamer 
of the largest class, could — lie on “ the ways” for 
repairs. The strip of land and coal wharf was repre- 
sented as an ey vey aye property. There was no ex- 
ress statement that the dock, or its owwers, either then 
ad, or were entitled to have, any right or privilege over 
the adjoining premises. The strip of land and coal 
wharf were sold at the auction, and the vendor (who, 
at the execution of the conveyance, still remained owner 
of the dock) conveyed them to the purchaser, under 
whom the defendant claimed, in the most unqualified 
manner, in fee simple. The dock was afterwards sold 
and conveyed to other ns, under whom the plaintiff 
claimed. The Lord Chancellor, upon these facts, de- 
cided against the plaintiff. “ Assuming,” said his Lord- 
ship, “that the vendor had been in the habit, during 
his joint occupation of both properties, of making the 
coal wharf subservient in any way to the purposes of 
the dock, one would suppose that the right to do so was 
cut off and released by the necessary operation of an 
unqualified sale and conveyance of the subservient pro- 
perty.” It seemed to his Lordship more reasonable to hold 
that, if the grantor intended to reserve any right over 
the property granted, it was his — to reserve it ex- 
pressly in the grant, rather than to limit and cut down 
the operation of a grant by the fiction of an implied 
reservation. ‘ If,” said the Lord Chancellor, “this plain 
rule be adhered to, men will know to what they have to 
trust, and will place confidence in the language of their 
contracts and assurances.” No doubt the rule thus laid 
down is plain enough; but the difficulty of the judges 
who have considered this class of cases has been not to 
diseover the rule of law, but to apply it. It is a familiar 
principle that “no man shall derogate from his own 
grant,” but the question, what is granted or reserved, 
must be answered before that principle can be made 
available. In the present case, the Master of the Rolls 
had decided in the plaintiff's favour, on the ground that 
the projection of the bowsprit over the wharf was es- 
sential to the complete enjoyment of the dock as it stood 
when the wharf was purchased, and that the purchaser 
had notice of this fact, not merely from the particulars 
of sale, but. because it was patent and obvious to every 
eye. The Master of the Rolls considered that, in thus 


—- he was following previous cases at common 


law. e Lord Chancellor, in reversing the decision at 
the Rolls, referred to one of these cases, and distinctly 
declined to accept it as an authority. It may be useful 
to inquire what were the reasons given in that case 
for its decision by the Court of Exchequer—a court, be 
it observed, by no means unfamiliar with cases of this 
character, and certainly not insensible to the danger of 
carrying the principle of its decision to extremes. 

In the case of Pyer v. Carter, 1 H..& N. 916, 5 W. R. 
371, an action was brought for wrongfully obstructing a 
drain running from the plaintiff's house to the defen- 
dant’s house. It oe that the two houses adjoined 
each other; they had formerly been one house, and were 
converted into two by the owner of the whole property. 
After this conversion, the defendant's house was conveyed 
to him, and, subsequently, the plaintiff took a conveyance 
of his house. At the time of alienation, the drain ran 
under the plaintiff's house and under the defendant's 
house, and discharged itself into the common sewer. The 
plaintiff's house was drained through this drain. It was 
not ed that the defendant knew at the time of his 

what was the position of the drain. The Court 
of Exchequer gave judgment for the plaintiff in the fob- 





lowing sem “eit It — in accordance with reason 
that, where owner of two or more adjoining —— 
sells or conveys one of the houses, the purchaser of such 
house should be — oe yt of all the drains 
from his house, and su to e drains necessary 
to be used for the enjoyment of the adjoining house, 
that without express reservation or grant, 

he purchased the house, such as it is.” It had. been 
contended that the easement which the plaintiff claimed 


be seen or known upon careful inspection by a person 
ordinarily conversant with the subject ; and the Courtsaid 
it was the defendaat’s own fault that he did not ascertain 
what easements the owner of the adjoining house exer~ 
cised at the time of bin peace. Ee has been 
discussed and explai e Court w pronounced 
it in the i yp ee oo of Dodd y. Burchell, 
1 H. & C. 113, which arose upon a claim to « —< 
way. The Lord Chief Baron, in that case, said, “ 


incorporeal nature as 4 right of way.” It would appear 
from this language that the Lord Chief Baron was quite 
as sensible as the Lord Chancellor of the danger of earry- 
ing too far the pep ky, which Pyer v. Carter 
was decided; but he certainly did not consider that in 
that case the Court, over which he presided, had gone 
toan unsafe length. He said, however, that y the 
case then pending, the Court were to adopt the prin- 
ciple contended for, it would be a most dangerous in- 
novation of modern times. “ The law mye agin or | 
careful and anxious to avoid important te 
being determined by parol evidence and the 
of a jury.” It can hardly be doubted, that, if 
which has suggested this article had come before 
Court of Exchequer, that Court would have coneurr 
with the Lord Chancellor in his decision of it, but 
certainly would not have concurred in ‘ 
own decision in Pyer v. Carter. In the ease which 
been already quoted, of Dodd v: Burche 
Chief Baron said, “A right of way, and 
during the unity of ownership, will not pass 
severance of the tenements, unless there is ng 
the conveyance to show an intention to create the right 
novo.” This would appear to be decisive against 
the claim of a right for a ship’s bowsprit to project from 
a dock over adjoining land. Again, Mr. Baron Martin 
said, “ Pyer v. Carter went to the utmost extent of the law, 
but, if considered, that decision cannot be la : 
for, if a man has two fields, drained by an 

cut through both, and he grants to another person one 
of the fields, neither he nor the grantee can stop up the 
drain ; for there would be the same right of drainage as 
before, since the land was sold with the drain in it. I 
agree with the law as laid down in that case, and I think 
it may be supported without extending the doctrine to a 


right of way.” Mr. _— Martin — ae go 
disposed to support case, even ; 

Lord Chancellor's remarks upon it, but without extend- 
ing the doctrine to a right for a ship's to pro- 
ject. According to the Lord Chancellor, the “ fallacy 
of the ease of Pyer v. Carter, is to be found im this pas- 
sage of the judgment—“ the purchaser takes the house 
such as it oe eth gop Mr. Baron 
would on pert 

the Lord Chaneelion is expression cvensons te 
purchaser takes the house, not “‘ such as it is,”. 
as it is described in the conveyance: to him, 
that the terms of the conveyance in Pyer v. Carter 
quite inconsistent with the notion of any 
terest remaining in the vendor. It may be ad 
that the conveyance was absolute in terms, but 
question is, what did it eonvey? The Lord 
answers, “2 house, such as it is described, + 
‘of Exchequer answers, “a house such as it is.’ 
is uot, however, any real conflict between the two 
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answers; for it is certain that the description must be 
regarded, and, at the same time, it must be allowable 
to inquire what was the “house” conveyed. The 
soundness of the decision of the Exchequer was 
recognised by the Queen’s Bench in the recent 
case of Polden v. Bastard, 11 W. R. 779; where 
Mr. Justice Blackburn said, “ Continuous easements, 
such as the right to drains, may pass by the mere disposi- 
tion of tenements.” The principle which governs these 
cases was also very clearly stated by the late Lord Chan- 
cellor Campbell in the House of Lords, in the case of 
Ewart vy. Cochrane, 10 W. R. 3, in the following words: 
—*TI consider the law of England to be that, when two 
ee are by the same owner, and there 
as been a severance made of one from the other, anything 
which was used and was necessary for the comfortable 
enjoyment of that part of the ere d which was 
— shall be considered to follow from the grant.” 
here there may be an implied grant, there may be an 
implied reservation; and it would, therefore, be a 
perfectly legitimate deduction from Lord Campbell's 
words to say, “that anything which was used and was 
necessary for the comfortable enjoyment of that part of 
the property which was not granted, shall be considered 
to be reserved from the grant.” It seems to result, from 
the perusal of these authorities, and others which might 
be cited, that the decision in Pyer v. Carter would not 
be likely to be reversed by any court of common law. 
But, at the same time, it is to be observed that Lord 
Campbell’s words— ‘anything which was used” — 
cannot safely be understood of anything which is not 
visible and tangible, and, therefore, they afford no 
countenance to the notion that such a right as that 
for a ship’s bowsprit to project, ought to be considered 
to be impliedly reserved from a grant. 

The Lord Chancellor also referred to the case of Hinch- 
cliffe v. Lord Kinnoul, 6 Scott. 650, and although he did 
not question the authority of this case, it may be doubted 
whether he did not understate the effect of it. His 
Lordship said, that “in that case, there being two ad- 
joining houses belonging to the same lessor, it appeared 
that the coal cellar under one house was supplied through 
a shoot, the mouth of which opened in the yard of the 
meng house ; and it was held that a demise by the 
owner of both houses of the first house with its appur- 
tenances, carried with it the right to use the coal-shoot, 
and also a right of way to the coal-shoot through the 
premises of the adjoining house, such way being neces- 
sary for the enjoyment of the coal-shoot, a decision 
which rests on the ordinary principle of law—that, if I 
grant a tenement for valuable consideration, I also grant 
a a of way to it through my land, if such “~ be 
absolutely necessary for the enjoyment of the thing 
granted.” The Court of Common Pleas, in that case, 
considered, first, the right to use the coal-shoot, and, 
secondly, the right of way to it; and, upon the first 

int, Lord Chief Justice Tindal said—‘t We feel no 

oubt that the coal-shoot and the water-pipe, and other 
pipes, did — to the lessee as integral parts of the mes- 
suage or dwelling-house itself.” Surely this is very 
much the same thing as saying that the lessee takes the 
house “such as it is”—the expression which the Lord 
Chancellor eee in Pyer v. Carter. On the whole 
it is probably correct to say that a court of common 
law would have arrived at the same conclusion as the 
Lord Chancellor did, upon the attempt to set up an 
implied reservation of a right for a ship's bowsprit to 
project ; and such a court would have been able to show 
that its decision was not inconsistent with, but rather 
followed from, previous decisions in this branch of the 
common law. 





TREATY-LAW. 
We observe that many of the leading German papers ‘ 
have, with reference to the war in Schleswig, repeatedly 
and confidently advanced the position that, as war abro- 


gates all existing treaties, Prussia and Austria are no 





longer bound by the Treaty of London, 1852, which 

ve the succession to the Danish crown to the present 

ing Christian, and are, therefore, at liberty to recog- 
nise the Augustenberg family as heirs of the twe 
duchies. Austria and Prussia have not, indeed, as yet, 
given in their adhesion to this doctrine ; but there is 
too much reason to fear that they may unhappily be 
induced to do so ere long. In our Parliament, 
Palmerston and Earl Russell have most properly 
scouted the idea of such a position ; but both statesmen 
grounded their speeches more upon the peculiar circum- 
stances of the case, than upon any general doctrine of 
international law. It may, therefore, be useful to con- 
sider shortly what international law lays down on this 
subject, and we think that we shall find reason to 
conclude that, under no circumstances, can a treaty, 
regulating the succession to the crown of a particular 
State, be abrogated by a war between that state and 
one of the contracting powers. 

As a general rule, it appears to be the opinion of the 
best writers that war puts an end to treaties; whence 
arose the practice, whenever a treaty of peace was con- 
cluded, of inserting in such treaty an express confwma- 
tion of prior treaties between the powers lately at war. 
This practice was formerly all but universal, but has 
been, to a considerable extent, disused in late times. 
This general rule, however, is subject to many excep- 
tions. 

Mr. Wheaton (p. 460) draws the following distinction 
between treaties, properly so called, and transitory con- 
ventions (so named apparently on the /ucus a non lucendo 
principle, from the fact of their being perpetual in their 
obligation). He says, “General compacts between 
nations may be divided into what are called transitory 
conventions and treaties properly so termed. The first 
are perpetual in their nature, so that, being once carried 
into effect, they subsist, independent of any change in 
the sovereignty and form of government of the con- 
tracting parties; and, although their operations may, in 
some cases, be suspended during war, they revive on 
the return of peace, without any express stipulation. 
Such are treaties of cession, boundary, or exchange of ter- 
ritory.” He goes on to say, “Treaties, properly so 
called, are those of friendship and alliance, commerce 
and navigation,” which, it appears, expire on a declara- 
tion of war, except in certain cases. Mr. Wildman, 
indeed, an author of considerable authority, disputes 
altogether the general proposition that war puts an end 
to treaties, and he is to some extent supported by the 
language of the American judges, who decided the case 
of The Society, Sc., v. Newhaven, 5 Curt. Rep. 483, as 
well as by a doubtful passage in Vattel. Sir Robert 
Phillimore, in his treatise on International Law 
refers to this position of Mr. Wildman, and brings 
many, and, in our opinion, overwhelming authorities, to 
show that, in the broad and sweeping way in which that 
author states it, it is incorrect. He then proceeds to 
cite the language of Mr. Wheaton, given above, as iden- 
tical with his own opinion. The counter-assertion of 
the German papers, that treaties are, in all cases, put 
an end to by war, is shown to be incorrect by the case of 
The Society, §c., v. Newhaven, referred to above, and by 
the case of Sutton y. Sutton, 1 Russ. & My. 663, and 
many other authorities. 

Taking, therefore, this statement of Wheaton as 
correct, the question arises—to which of these two 
classes should we refer a treaty negotiating the succes- 
sion to the crown of a particular State ? it not clear 
that such a treaty is one which (to use the language of 
Mr. Wheaton) is perpetual in its nature, and which 
bears a close analogy to treaties of cession, boundary, or 
exch of territory? The second class, treaties of 
frendship, commerce, and navigation, obviously by their 
very nature, are terminated by hostilities; whereas, as 
has been well argued in the present case, the very fact 
of a declaration of war is, pro tanto, an acknowledgment 
of the right of the prince against whom war is d 
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As further evidence, we may refer to a long corres- 

mdence which took place in 1814, between the Eng- 
ish and American ministers upon the question—whe- 
ther or not certain stipulations, with regard to rights of 
fishery, contained in the Treaty of 1783, were 4 "4 
by the ee war between the two powers in 1812 
Asummary of this correspondence is given by Wheaton, 
p. 462. But theimportant point for us to observe is, that 
whatever difference there might be between the two minis- 
‘ters as to other parts of the treaty, it was agreed on both 
sides that the recognition of the independence of the 
United States, given in that treaty, could not possibly 
‘be affected by any subsequent war. Here, again, we 
svould contend that a clear analogy exists between the 
recognition of the independence of a State, and a recog- 
nition of the right of a particular family to the throne. 
But the point is not left to be decided on the ground of 
analogy, however clear. ‘There is, at least, one modern 
authority, which appears to us to be precisely in point. 
‘The Treaty of Utrecht in 1813, regulated, amongst 
other things, the succession to the throne of Spain. An 
po sd renunciation by the Duke of Orleans for him- 

f and his descendants, of all right to that throne, 
was embodied in the treaty. Now, it so happened, that 
on the occasion of the Spanish marriages, in 1846, it be- 
«ame a matter of much importance to decide whether or 
mo the ‘Treaty of Utrecht was still in force, to regulate 
‘the suceession to the Spanish crown. Wars without 
number had taken place in the meantime between all 
the -parties to that treaty; and it appeared that the 
treaty itself had not been renewed in later treaties. 
‘Nevertheless, it was asserted by Lord Palmerston, and 
admitted by M. Guizot, and by the Spanish minister, 
that the Treaty of Utrecht was still pee | on this 
point. A summary of the official correspondence on 
tthe subject is given by Sir R. Phillimore, in his work on 
International Law, vol. 3. p.674. We cannot do better 
tthan ce Sir R. Phillimore’s own words :—“The treaty of 
Utrecht contemplated a permanent arrangement of na- 
tional and international rights. Moreover, it contained 
the assertion of a great principle relating to the balance of 
power’, and the seeurity of the liberties of Europe. It con- 
tained, further, a solemn renunciation, on the part of the 
Duke ef Orleans, for himself and his successors, of any 
title to the throne of Spain. So far as this permanent ar- 
rangement, this principle, and this renunciation, are con- 
cerned, the treaty is not abrogated by the omission or 
the non-renewal of it in later treaties. It would 
require either an express waiver or repugnant stipula- 
‘tions in these later treaties to extinguish these conse- 
quences of the treaty.” 

It is hardly necessary to point out that where Sir R. 
Phillimore speaks of the non-renewal of the Treaty of 
‘Utrecht in later treaties, as in nowise impairing its 
force,he is, in reality, pronouncing his opinion upon the 
effect of intervening wars between the contracting 
powers. The occurrence of these wars was the only 
‘thing which could raise any question of the necessity of 
‘the treaty being renewed in subsequent treaties. Here, 
‘therefore, we have the joint authority of Lord Palmer- 
ston, M. Guizot, and the present Queen’s Advocate for 
‘the position, that a treaty regulating the succession to 
the crown of a particular State, such as was the treaty 
of London of 1852, cannot be abrogated by a subsequent 
‘war between that State and one or more of the con- 
stracting parties. 


REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


SEcRET MorTMAIN TRUST—ESCHEAT. 
Sweeting v. Sweeting, V. OC. K., 12 W. R. 239. 

‘The provision of the Statute of Frauds, that declara- 
ttions of trust of land shall be void, unless proved by a 
writing, signed by the party who is by law enabled to 
4eclare such trust, or by his will, is not allowed in a 
«court of equity to be a cover for fraud in cases where the 
conscience of the legal owner {is affected by a trust. An 








instance is furnished by the present case. The decision 

of it depended on the doctrine, that if there can be made 
out an engagement or understanding, on the part of a 
devisee, to accept the devise on the footing of a certain 

intention of the testator, or, what is tantamount to it, 
if the devisee was aware of such an intention, and 

accepted the devise either in words or by tacit acquies- 

cence, with the knowledge of the intention, the devisee 

must give effect to it, if it be lawful. Usually the diffi-. 
culty is to prove the engagement or knowledge consti- 
tuting the secret trust, as it is called. It must not be 
concluded, from this appellation, that the proof depends 
necessarily on discovery, or that “secret” refers to 
secrecy on the part of the devisor or devisee. The 

is in relation to the ostensible devise for the devisee’s 
own benefit. “It is called,” said the Vice-Chancellor, “a 
secret trust, simply because it is not expressed in the 
will, not that’ it was never heard of, because it may have 
been arranged before fifty witnesses; it is something 
dehors the will, so that, on the face of the will, the devise 
may be simply absolute, but dehors that there is some- 

thing either vird voce or written, constituting an engage- 
ment by the devisee not to avail himself of the devise, 
but to apply it in a particular manner.” 

There was no dispute, in the present case, about the 
existence of the secret trust. The representative of the 
devisee himself instituted the suit for a declaration of 
the rights of the parties under the following circum- 
stances (so far as material), stated in his bill: —A testator 
made to two persons a devise, simply in fee, but upon a 
secret trust that the devisees should convey the property 
to the Free Grammar School of Godmanchester. After 
the testator’s death, they prepared to make the convey- 
ance, but did not execute it, being advised that it would 
be void under the Mortmain Act. The testator’s brother 
and heir-at-law died intestate, and without, as alleged, a 
known heir. If there were an heir, he would, inasmuch 
as under the Act the trust was void, take the beneficial 
interest by way of resulting trust. If there were no 
heir, the question would be, whether the Crown or the 
devisees, as devisees of the equitable as well as the legal 
estate, should take. 

It having been more than a hundred years ago decided at 
the Rolls, in Burgess v. Wheate, 1 Eden. 223, that there can 
be no escheat of the beneficial interest arising from a trust, 
but that, if the equitable owner die without heir, and in- 
testate, the trust will cease, and the trustee thus becoming 
absolutely entitled to trust property, the Crown could not 
claim as the plaintiff’s cestui que trust. Its claim was 
founded on the words of the 3rd section of the Mortmain 
Act (9 Geo. 2, c. 36), “ That all gifts, grants, conveyances, 
appointments, assurances, transfers, and settlements, what- 
soever, of any lands, tenements, or other hereditaments, 
or of any estate or interest therein . . . to-or in 
trust for any charitable uses which shall . . . be 
made in any other manner or form than by this Act is 
directed and appointed, shall be absolutely, and to all 
intents and purposes, null and void.” These words might 
appear to govern the gift to the devisees, and make it 
void, so that (on the supposition of there being no heir 
of the testator) the Crown would become entitled by 
escheat. But the Vice-Chancellor reasoned that, for the 
purposes of the section, the “gift” to which it would 
apply, if at all, was the gift, by the will, to the devisees. 
But this gift, not being to a charitable use, was 
within the Act. The trust, which was within the 
was annexed, by the Court, to the devisees’ estate, 
reason of their own engagement with the testator, 
ing them in conscience, to apply the property for 
benefit of the Grammar School. This beneficial in 
could not, as we have seen from Burgess v. Wheate, 
escheat to the Crown. The consequence would be, that, 
also in accordance with that case, the beneficial interest 
would remain in the devisees. There would be no one 
to claim it against them. 

Hence the bill was dismissed as against the Crown, and 
dismissed without costs, the Crown having opposed the 
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plaintiff’s right; and the Court directed an inquiry for 
the heir, and, if he could not be found, for his personal 
representative, 





COURTS. 


i COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

(Sittings at Nisi Prius, at Guildhall, before Mr. Justice Suzx 
and a Special Jury). 

Feb, 16.—This was the first sitting in London after Hilary 
Term, The entry, it will be seen, isa large one. There were 
no less than filty-eight remanets and eighty-two new causes, 
making together an entry of 140 causes. 

The reporter to the Times remarks that only twelve days 
are allowed for the trial of these numerous cases, many of 
which will, no doabt, occupy a whole day, and some much 
more time. There is a yreat outcry in the city that parties 
cannot obtain justice, as their cases are continually made re- 
manets in consequence of there not being time to try them. 
This state of things must continue until judges shall be ap- 

ated whose duties shall be only to sit at nisi prius, and, not 

Ving any other duties to attend to, they would be able to be 
almost continually sitting and disposing of causes that might 
arise, irrespective of particular courts. The other judges 
would haye their time “y oconpied in sitting in banco in 
error, attending in the House of Lords, aud at chambers. 
Suitors would thus have their cases disposed of at an early 
date, and they would further be pretty sure of obtaining the 
presence and assistance of the counsel they might retain, as 
those gentlemen would then be compelled to select their diffe- 
rent courts. We are told that, in many cases, the attorneys 
do not advise their clients to nominate the special juries, as 
they cannot insure that the trial may take place for years. 
The number of causes entered is no criterion of the number 
which would be brought to trial were greater facilities 


(Sittings at Nisi Prius, at Guildhall, before Mr, Justice SHEx 
and a Common Jury.) 

Feb. 17.—Rippon v. Davis.—This was au action bronght by 
the plaintiff against the defendant, an attorney, for negligence. 
The plaintiff exhibited wines at the International Exhibition; 
he had sold wines on commission for a person named Charbon- 
neau, who became indebted to him in the sum of £15 17s. 9d., 
and he applied to the defendant, to obtain payment for 
him. The defendant said the better course would be to 
sue him in the Lord Mayor’s Court, and he required £1 4s., 
which the plaintiff gave him. The defendant subsequently 
told him he was going on with the suit, but he must have £5. 
The gave him £5, and the defendant told 
him it would come on on the 3rd of November, and that the 
plaintiff must be there. The plaintiff and his wife went to the 
court, but found that the defendant was not there; he went to 
his office, and found a notice put up—“ Gone west; return at 
2.” The plaintiff then made inquiry, and discovered that his 
witness had not been subpcenaed, and that the record had not 
been entered. Charbonneau after this left the country, and the 
plaintiff could not get his money. 

For the defendant it was urged that he had not been guilty 
of negligence. He had told the pisintiff he must have funds, 
and the plaintiff had not supplied him with them in time. 
That he had, therefore, been compelled to countermand notice 
of trial. An attorney was not bound to proceed without being 
supplied with money, which was necessary to pay the expenses 
— were required from time to time during the progress of 
a suit. 

The defendant stated that he had commenced the suit in the 
Mayor's Court, and an appearance was entered on the 13th of 
October. On the 15th of October he wrote to the plaintiff, 
—— he should require £4 or £5 to pay fees, and he 
must have it week before the trial. On the 30th of October 


late to pass the record. The plaintiff and his wife came to him 
on the 2ad of November, but that was the day on which the 
case ought to have been tried. They brought him £3 10s., but 
he said that was then of no use, and he refused to take it, and 
told them to come to his office in the afternoon. Plaintiff 
him to take the £3 10s., and he did so. 
jury returned a verdict for the plaintiff--£22 1s, 9d. 


ae COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings at Westminster, at Misi Prius, before Lord Chief 
Justice Exe and Special Juries). 
Feb. 12.—Helps and another y. Clayton.—This was an a2- 





tion brought for work aud labour and money paid for the 
defendant’s wife while sole and unmarried ; to which the defen- 
dant pleaded that he was never indebted, and, further, that the 
claim made was for work done for his wife while she was sole 
and an infant. The plaintiffs replied that the claim for the 
work done was for necessaries. 

Mr. Gray, Q.C., and Mr, Staveley Hill, appeared for the 
plaintiffs; and Mr. Huddleston, Q.C., aud Mr. Inderwick, for 
the defendant. ' 

It appeared from the opening statement of the counsel for the 
plaintiffs, that the plaintiffs, Messrs. Helps & Son, were solici- 
tors at Gloucester, and that the action was brought against Mrs. 
Clayton and Captain Clayton, of the 13th Light Dragoons, to 
recover the expenses of making Mrs. Clayton's marriage settle- 
ment. Mrs, Clayton was the daughter of Colonel Somerset, of 
Gloucester, and when the marriage was agreed upon between 
Captain Clayton and Miss Somerset, Captain Clayton agreed 
to settle upon her, £10,000, and £100 a year pin money, to be 
charged on certain lands, over which Captain Clayton possessed 
a power of appointment. Captain Clayton instructed Mr. 
Barnard, his attorney, to prepare the settlement as agreed on, 
and measures were taken to that end, when Colonel Somerset 
and Mr, Granville Somerset, a barrister, and cousin of the lady, 
placed the matter in the hauds of Messrs. Helps & Son, who ap- 
plied to Mr. Barnard for an abstract of the title to Captain Clay- 
ton’s estate, in order to prepare the settlement, insisting that, 
according to the universal practice, the solicitor to the 
lady always prepared the settlement, and that the gentleman 
paid for it. Mr, Barnard insisted that as the lady brought no 
property to be settled, he, as attorney to the gentleman, should 
prepare the settlement. This difference was referred to the 
president of the Law Society, who decided that Messrs. Helps, 
the lady’s attorneys, should prepare the settlement, and the 
requisite papers were therefore handed over to them, and they 
drew up the settlement for the lady, who before her marriage 
adopted their act and signed the settlement, and, under the 
circumstances, though an infant in law, this was a necessary 
thing for her todo. She, therefore, was liable to pay Messrs. 
Helps for the work done, and her subsequent marriage with 
Captain Clayton rendered him liable for this debt. Unfor- 
tunately, soon after the marriage, unhappy differences had 
arisen between the parties, and Mrs. Clayton had gone home 
to her father, Colonel Somerset, and now, on Messrs. Helps 
sending in their bill of costs to Captain Clayton, he refused to 
pay it, saying, ‘as I did not retain you to act for me, I must 
decline paying it.” 

His Lorpsuip ingnired whether this was not a question 
which could be turned into a special case. It seemed agreed 
that the question of liability was rather a point of law. 

Mr, Huddleston said the defendant, heving made a hand- 
some settlement cn the lady, had employed his own solicitor, 
and but for the unhappy differences alluded to the question 
would never have arisen. He regretted that the matter had 
been brought before a public court. Captain Clayton felt 
bound to say that he did not employ the plaintiffs; he em- 
ployed his own attorney, and Colonel Somerset, who employed 
the plaintiffs, must pay them. 

is Lorpsuir.—Having in contemplation always in these 
cases the possibility of the parties in future coming together 
again, the less said on these matters the better. 

A verdict was then taken by consent for the plaintiffs for 
the amount claimed, subject to a special case, the facts to be 
agreed upon, 





COURT OF BANKRUI’TCY. 
(Before Mr, Commissioner Fane), 

Feb. 18.—In re an Attorney.—Mr. Sargood, on behalf of 
Mr. Michael Walker, one of the creditors’ assignees under the 
estate of William Walker, moved for a rule calling upoa an 
attorney of this court to show cause why he should not forth- 
with pay into the Bank of England a sum of £400 which he 
had received as part of the bankrupt’s estate: or why, in de- 
fault, his name should not be removed from the roll of attor- 
neys practising in this court. The learned counsel stated 
that the attorney in question had formerly acted for the bank- 
rupt. He subsequently became the attorney for the assignees 
(one of whom was the bankrupt’s brother, and the other the 
attorney's fathor-in-law); and in that character he received 
the £400 to which reference had been made, 

——-In re John Frederick Archbold,—The bankrapt was a 
barrister, of King’s Bench-walk, Temple, and author of several 
well-known law books. This was the sitting for examination 
and discharge. Debts, £1,205; assets, consisting of copyrights 
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£500. The copyrights comprise the following works: — 
“ Archbold’s Consolidated Criminal Statutes,” valued at 
£200; “ Archbold’s Bankrupt Law,” £200; and “ Archbold’s 
Law of Arbitrations,” £100. 

The order was granted. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE, 


Tuy Mipp.esex Reaistry Orrice. 

Having frequently undergone the miseries of a long 
search at the Middlesex Registry Office, I feel that the incon- 
veniences which are sustained in so doing tend so strongly to 
cause the imperlect performance of that highly important 
duty as to justify my addressing you on the subject. 

Where the searcher is unable, from the length of the search 
required, or for any other reason, to avail himself of the lexico- 
graphical index on the first floor, he is obliged to search 
through books kept in such a manner as to require the most 
painful minuteness of examination, in a small rcom, frequently 
crowded, in which nearly all the general business of the office 
is transacted, at a desk where there is often scarcely room to 
accommodate all searchers, scarcely stools (1 was going to say 
seats, but do not feel justified) for all, and by a light in which 
a bat would be checrful. Here he may bave to remain for hours, 
doing work which requires the utmost vigilance, upon the per- 
fect performance of which his clients’ safety may depend, and 
which, in many cases, demands as much ability as any part of 
the investigation of the title. If the searcher can avail himself 
of the index (which is a very good one) kept on the first floor 
he has to perform his duties in a room about sixtcen feet long, 
by eight feet wide, from end to end of which runs a long desk. 
Here he must stand all the time, and when he wantsa book 
must pass backwards and forwards to the shelves, which are 
at one end of the room. ‘The space between the desk and the 
wall, on either side, is not wide enough to allow two mode- 
rately stout people to pass; and, when the desk is crowded, as 
it frequently is, the inconvenience is excessive. The searcher 
has either to struggle past his fellow searchers, carryipg pon- 
derous volumes, or, if he is so far fortunate as to be near the 
shelves, must suffer squeezes against the desk, and not infre- 
quent digs in the back or sides, from the brass-bound edges of 
the books, as his less fortunate neighbours pass. 

I remember, on one oceasion, on a hot day, when a rather 
portly gentleman was searching on the same side of the desk 
as myself, although he very goodnaturedly made himself as 
small as he could, every time 1 passed him we fitted so tight 
between it and the wall, that it required quite an effort on my 
part to get through; and we ultimately arranged matters by 
his walking to the end of the desk, and waiting every time I 
had oceasion to get a book. 

Now this really is 2 most shameful state of things. The 
porter’s work which must be done in hauling the kooks about 
is bad enough; but when it is coupled with the other incon- 
veniences of the place, @ search in the Middlesex Registry 
is dreaded by every one, and must necessarily be frequently 
performed in a very unsatisfactory manver. 

Better offices, and more conveniences, if not comfort, for 


solicitors, are imperatively and urgently needed, and I do hope 
that something will be done to make an office so important 


more adequate to the business transacted in it, and the wants 
of those transacting it. If, by your advocacy, you can further 
this most desirable object, you will be conferring a great favour 
upon the profession. 

Ia conclusion, I desire to bear testimony to the great 
courtesy and attention which, in common with all who tran- 
sact business at the registry, I have ever experienced from the 
officials connected with it, who do all they can to lighten the 
arduous task imposed on searchers. J. A. 

Jan. 11, 





Awarp or IncLosure ComMiss10NER.—CHARGE FOR Ix- 
SPECTION. 


Last week I inspected an award, dated December, 1855, en- 
rolled with the clerk of the peace for the county in 1858, and 
made by a commissioner “ appointed, &c,, by virtue of 6 & 7 
Will..4,c. 115.” The charges made were “attending taking 
instructions to search for award, 4s. 8d.; searching for same, 


2s. 6d.; extract therefrom, 2s.” I objected to the amounts, but | 


was told were and in accordance with section 146 
of 8 & 9 Vict. & 118. This section does not, however, 
authorise the item for attendance nor the custom (which exists 








here) of charging 2s. for every extract, and more in propor- 
tion to length. 

I do not observe any regulations in the Act of William IV, 
(by virtue of which the commissioner making the award was 
appointed) as to charges for inspecting awards. But, from the 
preamble to the Act, I presume the provisions of 41 Geo. 3, 
c. 109, were intended to be adopted so far as applicable. The 
Act 1 & 2 Geo, 4, ¢. 23, also mentioned in the preamble, does 
uot affect the point. 

By section 35 of 41 Geo. 3, ¢. 109, certain charges are 
authorised to be made by the clerk of the for producing 
awards, &c.; but section 146 of 8 & 9 Vict. c. 118 allows 
higher ones—e.g., 2s, 6d. is the fee for production under the 
latter Act; 1s. under the former. 

Can any of your readers inform me why I should pay the 
amounts allowed by the Act of Victoria, when the award in- 
spected is made pursuant to the Act of William IV.? 

This award has not, I believe, been confirmed under section 
157 of 8 & 9 Vict. c. 118, so that no analogy or benefit cam be 
drawn from that section, I am informed that the commis- 
sioners tcok fifteen years to complete this award, A.S.W, 





Tue Law Institution. 

I have to complain of the want of accommodation at the 
Law Institution on the lecture nights. At the lecture on 
Tuesday, the 9th inst., I happened to come at eight o'clock, 
instead of a few minutes before; the consequence was, there 
was no room, not only for myself, but about ten others, 

Having paid my £3 for the course_of lectures, surely I am 
entitled to a seat, instead of having to take my notes with the 
aid of my hat for a desk, or sitting on a table with my legs 
dangling over—a position by no means elegant, especially as I 
am troubled with long legs—or else standing for the period of 
an hour, which, of itself, is work enough, without having to 
attend to the lecturer. ImpLigp ConTRACT. 

Feb. 13. 





Law Books FoR ARTICLED CLERKs. 

To answer the inquiries of your correspondent, “ A Student,” 
in your number of last week, in a single letter, would be a 
work of considerable difficulty. Nothing is more perplexing 
to the student than the selection of the proper books to be 
read, and the order in which to take them. ‘To assist students 
in this difficulty, I have, from time to time, pointed out, in 
“ Notes on Reading for Honours,” * oy course of reading. 
Your correspondent cannot do better follow that course, 
so far as it has gone. For more advanced study, future 
Notes, and the new edition of Wharton’s “ Arti Clerks’ 
Manual,” which is now in the press, will supply all that can be 
required. Cuas_es H, ANDERSON, 

69, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 





Austratian Com.—LecaL Texper. 

The Act 26 & 27 Vict. c. 74 gives power to Her Majesty to 
declare, by proclamation, gold coins made at the branch mint 
of Sydney, a legal tender in the United Kingdom. a al 
kindly inform me if the declaration has been made? — 

Feb. 15. 

*,* We do not remember to have seen the proclamation re- 
ferred to. 





CoMMISSIONER TO TAKE AFFIDAVITS. 

In reply to the query of “J. T. 8.” in your last week's 
number, if he will refer to page 642 of the second edition of 
Lush’s “ Common Law Practice,” he will find it stated, “ These 
commissions continue in foree until revoked, notwithstanding 
the demise of the Crown, and notwithstanding the attorney 
has ceased to practise.” H, A. A. 

Feb. 16. 





DELivery or Goons. 


Can any of your readers tell me what constitutes = delivery 
of goods by a railway company? Should they not at least be 
carried by the carman into the passage of a house? ; 

The South-Western Railway's carman threatens me 
any future boxes, &c., he may have to deliver at my p 
(near Clapham Junction) he will have his e 
signed for before he “lets down the tail of his cart,” and 
shall then place them on the footway before the , and th 
station-master tells me this will be strictly correct. If 


* Published in the Legal Examiner for each Term. 
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80, it may be rather awkwurd for men of business, who leave 

but a wife and female servant at home, Can the carman de- 

mand to have his book signed first? Perhaps some young stu- 

bas can give me a case. E. i. 
‘eb. 16, 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. James Basser, of Rochester, has been appointed a 
commissioner to administer oaths in the High Court of Chan- 
cery in England. 


Mr. Joseru Harker, of Poole, has been appointed a com- 
missioner to administer oaths in the High Court of Chancery 
in England. 


Mr. Tuomas Fercuson AnspE Lt, of St. Helen's, Lancaster, 
has been appointed a commissioner to administer oatlis in the 
High Court of Chancery in England. 


Mr. Wirt1am Freperick Morecrort, of Liverpool, has 
been appointed a commissioner to administer oaths in the 
High Court of Chancery in England, 


Mr. Epwarp Paton Cegarns, of Prescot, Lancaster, has 
been appointed a commissioner to administer oaths in the 
High Court of Chancery in England. 


Mr. Francis Bourton, of Nottingham, has been appointed a 
perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledgments of 
deeds by married women, for the town and county of the town 
of Nottingham, also in and for the county ot Nottingham. 

Mr. SterHen Brown Dixon, of Pewsey, Wilts, has been 
appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknow- 
_— of deeds by married women, in and for the county of 
ilts. 





Mr. Jonn Proup, of Bishop Auckland, Durham, has been 
appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknow- 
— of deeds by married women, in and for the county of 

urham. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, Feb, 18. 
CLERKS OF THE PEACE. 

The Earl of Romney called attention to the state of the Jaw 
with regard to the removing of clerks of the peace from their 
office, and asked whether the Government would consider the 
matter with a view to amend tlie law. There was at present 
no power on the part of the justices to remove clerks of the 
peace who were malfeasant in their capacity of solicitors and 
trustees, which capacities they frequently filled, and this was a 
public evil. 

The Lorp CaAncELLDR said it was true the law only made 
clerks of the peace removeable for misdemeanour in their office, 
and to remedy the evil referred to by the noble earl was diffi- 
cult by legislation, while to give to any authority a discre- 
tionary power would be objectionable. He (the Lord Chan- 
cellor) was in communication with the Secretary of State tor 
‘the Home Department with a view of seeing whether any 
remedy might be devised. 

Lord Cranwortn suggested that an address from the court 
of quarter sessions to the Lord Chancellor might be made the 
groundwork of removing aclerk of the peace. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Feb, 12. 
Tue Law Covrts. 

Mr. M. Smit asked the First Commissioner of Works 
whether it was the intention of the Government to introduce in 
the present session any measure for building new courts of 
justice in the metropolis, or for improving the state of the 
existing courts, 

Mr. Cowper said it was the intention of the Government 
to introduce a bill for the concentration of the courts of law 
and equity on a site to be purchased between Carey-street and 
the Strand, in accordance with the recommendations of the 
Royal commissioners, 

Exxcrion Petitions Bin. 

Mr. Honr obtained leave to introduce a bill for the amend- 

ment of the law with regard to election petitions. 





Monday, Feb. 15. 
Tue Law or Copyricur. 

In reply to Mr. Brack, 

Mr. M, Gipson stated that the Government did not intend 
to bring in a bill this session for consolidating the Acts 
relating to copyright in works of literature and art. 

Insanx Prisoners Act AMENDMENT BILL, 

Sir G. Grey moved the second reading of this bill. 

Mr. Harpy said the bill was founded upon two ‘Acts 
of Parliament. The first of these was the. 9 Geo. 4, 
which provided, but only in cases of imprisonment or 
transportation, that the initiative as to insane prisoners 
was to be taken by the Secretary of State himself, and 
the justices were not called in. The Secretary of State 
was to direct the removal, and there was no intermediate 
process, as in the case of ‘Townley. The second Act was 
the 3 & 4 Vict. It was a remarkable fact that in the first. 
named Act the case of a prisoner under sentence of death 
was advisedly omitted. The distinction between the two 
cases was obvious, and both should be dealt with in a separate 
manner. It seemed to him that the change proposed in the 
bill, giving the initiative to the visiting justices in cases both of 
death and imprisonment, was right and just. It was monstrous 
that any two justices should be able to intrude themselves into 
a prison, and sign a certificate of insanity, on which the Secre- 
cretary of State was compelled to act; for it seemed to be an 
established principle that a man seut to a lunatic asylum could 
not afterwards be remitted again to a sentence of death. 
What he thought essential was, that the verdict should be con- 
clusive as to the state of mind of the prisoner up to the 
time it was given, and that all subsequent inquiry should 
relate solely to his state of mind after the verdict. He would 
therefore suggest to the right hon. baronet to leave the bill as 
it stood with regard to cases of imprisonment or penal ser- 
vitude, but in the case of capital punishment the bill should be 
altered to this effect. ‘The words of the bill were, “If any 
prisoner should appear to be insane.” It did not appear 
from the bill to whom, or in what way, the prisoner was to 
appear insane. His suggestion was, “ If it shall appear to the 
visiting justices that a prisoner is insane, they should represent 
it to the Secretary of State.” And it seemed to him that the 
Secretary of State ought then to issue some commission, whose 
proceedings, if not public, should, at all events, be published; 
and that their judgment should be binding upon the Secretary 
of State, in the statutory capacity they were giving him, 
without interfering with the prerogative of her Majesty. He 
thought the powers given under the bill to the Secretary of 
State, should be limited and defined, both for the sake of the 
public, and for his own sake; for the right hon. gentleman 
himself had often come into collision with the publicin matters 
of this kind, which, it was to be supposed, he would have 
gladly avoided. If, therefore, the Secretary of State, by means 
of a secret inquiry, should come to a conclusion different from 
that of the visiting justices, and persist in carrying out the 
original sentence, he would still continue responsible, as he 
was at present, for the advice he gave the Sovereign. 

Mr. Macponoen said the bill was framed upon a mistaken 
view of the construction of the words, “ It shall be lawful,” in 
the Act of 3 & 4 Vict. The right hon. baronet seemed to 
regard them as absolutely imperative, obligatory, and man- 
datory; whereas the words were clearly permissive, and all 
that was wanted was a declaration to that effect: “ Whereas 
doubts have arisen, and still exist, as to whether the words 
‘It shall be lawful,’ are mandatory or permissive, be it enacted 
that those words shall be held to be discretionary ;” leaving it 
to the Secretary of State to satisfy himself, by reasonable 
inquiry, that the prisoner was insane. 

Sir F, Kexry said they were called upon to amend the law 
relating to criminal lunatics; but, before proceeding to do 
that, he would suggest the expediency of taking a short view 
of the course of Legislation, and the state of the law as it now 
existed. The right hon. gentleman had explained tothe House 
very distinctly the state of the common law on the subject. 
If that common law had been left, untouched, to its own un- 
aided operation, he believed they would have avoided many 
of the evils of which they now complained. By the common 
law no man could be found guilty where it appeared that he 
was lunatic at the time of the commission of the offence. If 
put upon his trial, and he appeared insane at the time of trial, 
the trial must at once stop, and proceedings were at once 
adopted, which gave an opportunity for further inquiry. Ex- 
plaining the way in which the common law had been assisted 
and carried into effect by the statute 39 & 40 Geo. 3, at 
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which time provision existed for cases of insanity at the time 
of the commission of the offence, and at the time of trial, he 
came to the Act of 56 Geo. 3, by which an express provision 
was made to meet the case of insanity supervening after the 
trial, and then explained that, by a further modification of the 
Act, in-9 Geo. 4, it had been enacted, that, when a prisoner, 
convicted of any offence, appeared to have become insane after 
conviction, and before the expiration of his sentence, an inquiry 
should be made by two justices, and, on a report by them to 
the Secretary of State, the Secretary of State should have the 
power fo send him to a lunatic asylum. Throughout the 
whole of the enactment, no attempt had been made, and none 
had ever been snggested in either House of Parliament, that it 
was expedient for any occasional and limited tribunals to deal 
either with the case of capital conviction, cr to deal with the 
case of insanity which might have existed at the time of the 
commission of the offence, or at the time of trial. But at the 
end of 1840 an Act had been passed, which they were now 
called upon to amend; and then, for the first time, this extra- 
ordinary provision of the law had been assented to by the 
Legislature, the effect ot which had been to enable any two 
justices of the peace, with the aid of any two medical men, by 
a decision of their own, conducted in secret, with any par- 
ticular prosecutor on the part of the Crown to examine and 
cross-examine witnesses, to contradict and explain evidence, and 
a power had been created, by which those two justices and 
medical men might, by means of their report, set aside and 
nullify the verdict of the jury, and the judgment of the judge, 
and even the decision of the Secretary of State himself. Pro- 
céeding, then, to consider the provisions of the new Act, the 
hon, and learned gentleman said, that, if the most astute 
special pleader in the profession had been instructed “to 
prepare a statate calculated to create litigation, doubt, error, 
and confusion without end, he could not better have per- 
formed his task than in the Act under consideration. He 
pointed out that under the Act of 39 & 40 Geo. 4, and the sub- 

uent statutes passed’in that reign, no power was given either 
to foals of the peace or to medical men, by any secret process 
whatever, to interfere with the verdict of a judge and jury. It 
was the Act of 1840 which conferred jurisdiction on two magis- 
trates and two medical men, and constituted a secret and unseen 
tribunal, with power to grant a certificate, which, as was 
alleged, compelled the Secretary of State to remove the prisoner 
to a lunatic asylum. He was strongly of opinion that the juris- 
diction of tes and physicians should have been limited 
to ordinary offences, and that capital crimes should have been 
excluded from the operation of the Act. _He was preparing a 
bill which, he hoped, would be before the House before this bill 


* went into committee, which, instead of leaving the power in the 


hands of a Secretary of State of dealing with cases of this kind, 
would provide for their being investigated by a constitutional 
tribunal, such as a judge’ and jury. 

Sir G. Grey said, that, with referénce to what had been 
suggested about capital cases not being brought under the 
same. rule as other cases, he should consider that, and some 
other legal suggestions, before the next stage of the bill. It 
had occurred to him' that it was right to include all classes of 

soners; for the object of the Act of Geo. 4 was to remove all 
insane prisoners from prisons to lunatic asylums, in order that 
they might receive proper care and treatment, He was still 
of opinion that it was a wise provision to authorise the visiting 
justices to call in two medical men, and institute a solemn 
inquiry, in order to set the Secretary of State in motion. 
Taking all the circumstances into account, he thought it was 
better to leave the increased responsibility upon the Secretary 
of State of directing further inquiry in all cases of doubt, so as 
to satisfy himself whether he would be justitied in interfering 
with the execution of the sentence or not. He admitted that 
the whole subject of criminal lunacy was in a very unsatis- 
factory state, and that a review of the law was most desirable. 

The bill was then read a second time, and ordered for com- 
mittal on Friday. 

Converancens, &c. (InELAND), Brat. 

The pep og it fhe cane a Pr gue oat the second 
reading of object of which is to render it necessary 
for conveyancers in Ireland to obtain an order from the benchers 
of the *s Inn, in Dublin, before they can be permitted to 
practise, At present they obtained a certificate of practice 
One ci he t of a sum of money to the Stamp 
Office; while, in England, no one could practise as a convey- 
ancer without the certificate of the benchers of the inn to which 
the candidate belonged. 

Mr, M‘Manow hoped that a clause would be inserted in the 





bill, enabling English camveyancers, special plenders, equi 
draftsmen, and ba to practise in Ireland, and pete or f 
The bill was read a second time. 


Iysonvert Destonrs. 
Mr. Pau ty obtained leave to bring in a bill to facilitate the 
discharge of insolvent debtors in certain cases. 


Property or Ferons. 


Mr. Forster obtained leave to bring in a bill to abolish the 
forfeiture of lands and goods on convictions of felony, 


Tuesday, Feb. 16. 
Tue Private Business or THe Hovse. 


Mr. M. Gipson moved resolutions with regard to the es 
business ot the House, He said that the proposal he to 
submit to the House would relieve the promoters of private 
bills from much unnecessary expense. The subject divided itself 
into several parts, not very much connected with each other, 
and it would be convenient to take each resolution as a separate 
motion, and deal with it in debate upon its merits. The main 
points were—first, the mode in which it was proposed to alter 
to some extent the method of dealing with bills in that Honse, 
with a view to lessen the labour of committees; secondly, the 
cy of House fees, which it was proposed to reduce; and 
thirdly, the head of professional charges. There wasa 
resolution as to the hour to be appointed for committees to 
meet. His first resolution was as follows: “ That the commit. 
tee of selection, and the general committee on railway 
canal bills, at any time after os, Raney of such bills, be 
empowered, with the consent parties promoting or oppos- 
ing, to refer the same, wholly or with reference to 
clauses, to the chairman of the committee of ways and | 
and that such chairman, together with members to be 
in like manner as members of the committee of unopposed 
bills, be empowered to hear the parties prometing and oppos- 
ing such bills, or their agents, and to report @pon the same to 
the House.” , 
Lord R. Czcrz moved an amendment, that private tills 

should be referred to some tribunal external to the House, 
which should ascertain the facts in connection with such 
bills. He remarked that, although no one denied that a. com- 
mittee of the House was a pure tribunal, it, nevertheless, en- 
tailed an enormous cost upon the suitors. The London and 
North-Western Railway Company, for instance, had spent from 
first to last.a million.gf money within the walls of that House; 
the Great Western had expended £800,000; and the Great 
Northern had spent’no less than £300,000 before their line was 
openéd. The effect of such an enormous expense was apparent 
in every portion of the railway system, as it’ forced the com- 
panies to cut down their expenditure in every possible way, 
and, consequently, the arrangements of the lines were inade- 
quate to the due-protection of the public. Many accidents on 
railways arose from the injudicious economy which was caused 
by the heavy burdens imposed by that House; nor was if the 
railways alone that suffered. What! was the amount paid by 

rivate individuals, who désired to protect. th 
Il-advised. or injudicious schemes? Vety uently, indeed, 
private persons could not afford the expense of opposing rail- — 
way bills. Look at the outcry that had been raised against 
what was called the railway invasion of tle metropolis. Now, 
if there were a competant tribunal, people might come before 
it, and submit to i¢ the inconvenience which these proposed 
railways would cause. In matters of this kind they were 
always met with the argument that that House could not part 
with its legislating power, and ifthat t were applicable 
in the present case, he admitted it would be entitled to due 
weight. The House of Commons could never part Witt its © 
right of legislation without being false to the trust delegated to 
it by the constituent body of the country. But the House was 
not satisfied with legislative action; it undertook judicial also— 
in which capacity it heard counsel and Parliamentary 
and called into requisition an enormous machinery. 

rivate bills fell under two heads: First, the facts apon whiclr 
egislation was founded; and, secondly, the } og 
But why were members of that House subj to the 
ascertaining the facts upon which legislation wasto be ? 
In the business of public ‘legislation they dit nothing of the 
sort. They relied upon such information as the execntiye 
officers furnished to them, or they referred the to 
select committee. The select committee did not send 
joemg « ras an oa add onatied that this I 

ine , and it was y 

fation was aa satisfactory as that of private bills, When 
facts were ascertained, the evidence could then be reported 
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the House, and the matter referred to a select committee. By 
this mode of proceeding, the legislative power of the House 
would be preserved, while the judicial burden cast upon 
members would be removed, as well as the great cost to the 
public. The oppression upon private individuals occasioned by 
the present system was increasing every day, while to members 
of that House the burden was becoming intolerable. 

Mr. Gipson said the general principle of Parliament was 
opposed to the transfer of the jurisdiction to an external tribunal ; 
and, from what he inferred from the noble lord’s plan, it would 
not diminish expense. First, the facts were to be ascertained; 
then the facts were to be reported to the House; the bill was 
then to be referred to a select committee; and, if the facts were 
not considered material, the committee would have to call for 
further evidence, so that, probably, the proposed arrangement 
would be only adding another stage to their present proceedings, 
The plan had been tried from 1846 to 1851, but it was aban- 
doned because committees of Parliament refused to be bound by 
the decisions of external tribunals. Parliamentary committees 
had no established rules of law and no traditions to guide them, 
as was the case in mere matters of law. ‘The business of com- 
mittees did not relate to settled principles of law, but to ques- 
tions of public policy; and he doubted whether anybody 
would give more general satisfaction upon new enterprises 
founded upon new scientific discoveries, the effects of which 
could not be foreseen, than committees of that House. The first 
railway bill introduced into Parliament—the Liverpool and 
Manchester—had been thrown out, and if a principle of uni- 
formity had been acted upon, they might not have had a rail- 
way to this day. Parliament might reject a bill one year, and 
very Wisely adopt it in the next; and he thought it would be 
unsatisfactory if they were bound down by any rigid rule of 
proceeding. It seemed to him that no power less than Parlia- 
ment should be able to exercise the right of taking the houses 
and lands of people without their consent, as was done in the 
case of these great railway undertakings. Well, then, if Par- 
liament were to have the ultimate decision, he would not say 
but that it might be found possible to devise some means of 
assisting Parliament. Some such arrangement had been under 
consideration last year, and, although the decision of the com- 
mittee was adverse, it was not so adverse but that the matter 
might be ultimately settled. 

e amendment was withdrawn and the resolution agreed to. 


Fees. 


Mr. M. Grpson then moved that, in lieu of the fees to be 
paid by the opponents of a private bill for proceedings before 
any committee, a fee of £2 be hereafter paid. He moved this 
on the ground that, although all who applied to oppose a bill 
were not entitled to this relief, yet he thought that opponents 
who were compelled to appear before a committee to defend 
their rights ought to be looked on with favour. 

Mr. HapriELp moved an amendment, giving committees 
discretion to exonerate petitioners, owners, or tenants of pro- 
perty to be affected by bills, from the payment of the fees in 
seeking for exemption, and charging the promoters with all fees 
in respect of their bills. When an opponent came before a 
committee, he had to undergo the total expense, without any 
chance whatever of sharing the advaxtages; and not only was 
he at the expense of his journey to town, but even the fees of 
the House he had to pay, and he believed also the shorthand 
writers’ expenses for taking the evidence during the discussion 
of his particular case. It was a great hardship and injustice 
that persons who were pressed to come before the committee in 
protection of their own property were to be liable for the tees 
as if they were litigants in the case, when they were not 
litigants at all. 

Mr. M. Greson pointed out that the amendment involved 
the principle of giving costs; for, if they were to make the 
promoters pay fees of opponents, they really imposed costs 
upon that party. were vexatious opponents as well as 

who, perhaps, were secking what they ought not to 
seek. Therefore, he thought his hon. and learned friend had 
better re-consider his proposal. 

The House then divided: 

Forthe amendment ...  «. one 42 
I ota rene, swaikiysy, ag 
Majority ein me ow. —28 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

The next resolution, the right hon. gentleman said, had re- 
ference to the ad valorem fees, to be paid by promoters of pri- 
vate bills for proceedings in the House, where money was to be 
raised or expended under the authority of any bill for the 
execution of a work, And, in lieu of the scale at present in 





force, he proposed that the fees should only be doubled when 
the capital reached £500,000, and trebled when it reached 
£1,000,000, and never raised more than four times the amount 
of that on the capital of a million. The relief thus proposed 
would be very great. If we parted with the ad valorem prin. 
ciple altogether, we should very much tie our hands for the 
future. We were at present in a transition state, and it would 
be imprudent to make a greater reduction than he had pro. 
posed, although he was by no means of opinion that the ad 
valorem principle was a good one. 

Mr. Hopason thought the ad valorem principle was quite 
indefensible, and he therefore proposed the following amend. 
ment to the right hon. gentleman’s resolution: “ That there 
shall be charged an uniform fee on all private bills for proceed- 
ings in the House (that is to say)—On the presentation of the 
petition for the bill, £5; on the first reading of the bill, £15; 
on the second reading of the bill, £15; on the report from the 
committee on the bill, £15; on the third reading of the bill, 
£15.” The average amount of fees taken on private bills in 
the years 1860, 1861, and 1862, was £67,000; and in 1863, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer derived a surplus of £9,000 from 
the fees paid by the promoters and opponents of private bills. 
The reduction proposed by his right hon. friend, would be 
£19,000, which would still leave a surplus of £48,000. At 
present the promoters of an unopposed private bill paid as much 
in fees as if a committee of the House had to sit two or three 
weeks to consider the scheme. It would be much fairer that 
the parties interested in the opposed bills should pay a fee for 
every day the committee sat. 

The CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER said that, had it not 
been for the authority of the committee, he should have been 
disposed to object to the great reduction proposed by his right 
hon. friend, but he was not rrepared to admit that, in acoun 
where a tax is levied for the mere transfer of real property, it 
was unreasonable to make the application of private parties to 
the Legislature for Parliamentary authorities a means of bene- 
fiting the public. He deferred, however, to the judgment of 
the committee, and the opinion entertained in the highest 
quarters, and he agreed that the system of fees had grown up 
unawares, without any distinct policy underlying them. 

Sir G. Bowyer thought the only thing required in the 
system of fees was the introduction of the principle of costs. 
The question he wished to see raised was not whether fees 
were to be paid, but who was to pay them. He was of opinion 
that they should be paid on exactly the same principle as costs 
in actions at law. What he wished to impress upon the House 
was that when parties opposed a bill, they should be given to 
understand if their objections were not good they would have 
to pay the fees; but that if the opposition were just and well- 
founded their costs would be allowed, 

The House then divided— 

For the motion ... “i eee »- 135 
Against ... ove eee eco ooo 4 
Majority ous 290 oo —131 

Mr. Gipson moved that the Speaker be requested to revise 
the list of charges for Parliamentary agents, solicitors, &c., 
with a view especially to the reduction of the charges allowed 
for copies of documents. He put the resolution in its present 
form because the Act of Parliament vested in Mr. Speaker the 
power of revising the charges of Parliamentary agents and 
solicitors; and he did no more than specify the present allow- 
ance for copies of documents which was under consideration 
last session, The charge for copying minutes of evidence b: 
solicitors was fixed at the rate of eight-pence a ee which 
could be done by the law stationers for two-pence a folio, so 
that the solicitors had a profit of six-pence upon every folio. 
That was a heavy burthen upon parties appearing before Par- 
liament, and there was no reason why they should not be sup- 
lied in the cheaper form. It might be considered strange, that, 
while moving for a considerable reduction of the fees 
solicitors and agents, there was nothing said about the fees 
to counsel—and more especially as there was such a gene- 
ral feeling that these fess were excessive, The state of 
the case he believed to be this. At the present moment, no 
barrister could appear in a committee-room under a fee of thirty 

ineas for the first day, five guineas for a retainer, and no 
eyo ten guineas for attendance each day, and no less 
than five guineas for consultation, whether there was any con- 
sultation or not. A party coming before Parliament found 
himself in this position, that, however the alteration might be, 
if only a few words in a clause, he would be compelled to 
thirty guineas for a single day, ten guineas as a refresher 
day, and five guineas fer consultation. He was not going to 
interfere with the arrangement between agents and counsel. 
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If an eminent man said his services were worth 500 guinens 
in the committee-room, and the solicitor though them worth 
the money, he woald not interfere with the arrangement. 
But what he objected to was, that the Parliamentary bar, 
by any rule of their own, should prevent barristers from 
taking any fees they liked, or such as they could accept in the 
ordinary courts of law and equity, and that they should fix an 
arbitrary minimum far exceeding the fee of any other courts in 
the kingdom. They were told in the committee by the late 
Attorney-General that no rule at the bar applied to the case. 
This might be true; but the fact was, that any barrister who 
accepted less than thirty guineas and ten guineas was con- 
sidered by his brethren to have done something unprofessional, 
and accordingly placed under some social disability. He 
thought it desirable that the Parliamentary bar should put an 
end to this rule, or state openly that they did not wish 
barristers to practise under any otherrules. He could instance 
a case where a barrister was asked to go into the committee- 
room with reference to some very slight matter. The time 
occupied was very trifling; and when he returned the solicitor 
put a cheque in his hand for twenty-five guineas. ‘The bar- 
rister inquired what it was for, and the solicitor replied that it 
would be unprofessional to take aless fee. He believed that 
this rule was very injurious to young barristers, whom it would 
be desirable to have present in the committee-room.. He was 
glad to say that the Parliamentary bar had the subject under 
consideration, The right hon. gentleman concluded by 
mg the adoption of the resolution, amidst the cheers of the 
couse. 


Mr. Hennessy said the hon. gentleman had fallen into mis- 


take in describing the fees paid to Parliamentary counsel as 
much larger than those paid to practitioners before the courts of 
equity or the common law courts. The contrary was the fact, 
for, in important cases, and where vast interests were at stake, 
the fees paid to the equity and common law bar were much 
greater. In the Dyce Sombre case the fee marked upon the 
brief of the present Chief Justice was 1,000 guineas, besides 
which he had a refresher of 300 guineas a day. 

Colonel W. Patren believed that, in important cases, the fees 
paid to barristers appearing before the courts were larger than 
those paid to the Parliamentary bar; but what was complained 
of was the scale of fees payable on trivial occasions, as, for ex- 
ample, when a landlord was compelled to come in to defend, 

Ps a small corner ot his property from aggression. He 
thought, however, that the question of counsels’ fees might be 
left to the determination of the Parliamentary bar, and he had 
great confidence they would come to resolutions meeting the 
requirements of the case, 

Mr. BenTINcK regretted very much the resolution was not 
made to extend to counsels’ fees. It was the business of the 
House, when the abuses in connection with the matter of those 
fees were brought under its notice, to find a remedy. He was 
not so great an admirer of the doctrines of free trade as his 
right hon. friend opposite; but if they were to have free trade 
in anything, let them have it in barristers’ fees. Don’t let the 
House sanction a sort of trade union, and don’t let them be 
prevented from getting the best article in the cheapest market. 
If it was open to him to do so, he would move to include 
counsels’ fees in the resolution. 

es SPEAKER decided the hon. member could not do so; 
an 

The resolution was then agreed to; as was also resolution 
No, 6, “ That the minutes of evidence on opposed private bills 
be printed at the expense of the parties, whenever copies of the 
same should be required.” 


Thursday, Feb. 18. 
Tue Hicuway Act. 
In reply to Mr. R. Lone, 
{ (Sir G. Grey said the amendment of the Highway Act had 
under the consideration of the Government. They were 
receiving representations in respect to it, and an Act to amend 
the law could not he brought in until those representations had 
been considered. He might say that there was no intention to 
introduce a bill to alter the principle of the Highways Act, but 
simply to amend it where it was found deficient in working. 
Hienway Districts. 
In reply to Mr, Rogers, 

Sir G. Ger stated that it would be very undesirable that 
tural when once included in a highway district by an 
order of the court of quarter sessions, should have facilities 

ven them for withdrawing themselves from that district by 
the adoption of the Toeal Government Act. Therefore, it was 





not contemplated to afford any facilities beyond those already 
possessed by law to rural parishes, 





Bending Measures of Degislation. 
A Bitt ro AMEND THE LAW RELATING TO FUTURE JUDG- 
MENTS, STATUTES, AND RECOGNIZANCES. 

The following bill has been introduced into the House of 
Commons by Mr. Hadfield :— 

Whereas it is desirable to assimilate the law affecting free- 
hold, copyhceld, and leasehold estates to that affecting purely 
personal estates in respect of future judgments, statutes, and 
recognizances, as against purchasers and mortgagees: therefore 
be it enacted by the Queen’s most excellent ajesty, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual tem- 
poral, and Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, and 
by the authority of the same, as follows :— 

1. No judgment, statute, or recognizance to be entered up 
after the passing of this Act shall affect any land (of whatever 
tenure), as to a 0 fide panes ~ valuable consideration or 
a mortgagee, unless at the time of such purchaser or mortgagee 
nsashiie tts title such land shall have been actually delivered 
in execution by virtue of a writ of elegit or other lawful autho- 
rity in pursuance of such judgment, statute, or recognizance, or 
he sha!! have had notice that such a writ of elegit or other law- 
ful authority shall have been actually delivered to and re- 
main unexecuted in the hands of the sheriff, under-sheriff, or 
coroner. 

2. In the construction ‘of this Act, the term “judgment” 
shall be taken to include registered decrees, orders of courts of 
equity and bankruptcy, and other orders having the operation 
of a judgment. ‘ 

8. This Act shall not extend to Ireland. 


A Bint ro AMEND THE JLAWsS RELATING TO CoNVEYANCERS 
Spectra, PLEADERS, AND DRAFTSMEN IN Equity PRAC- 
TISING IN IRELAND. 

The following bill has been introduced into the House of 
Commons by the Attorney-General for Ireland :— 

Whereas it is expedient to amend the laws relatiag to con- 
veyancers, special pleaders, and draftsmen in equity practis- 
ing in Ireland, in the manner hereinafter mentioned: be it 
therefore enacted by the Queen’s most excellent Majesty, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual and tem- 
poral, and Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, and 
by the authority of the same, as follows:— 

1. This Act shall commence and take effect on and from 
the fifth day of February, 1865, 

2. From and after the commencement of this Act, it shall 
not be lawful for the Commissioners of Inland Revenue or pa 
of their officers to grant or issue to any person any 
stamped certificate as is required to be taken out by every per- 
son in Ireland who, in the character of a conveyancer, special 
pleader, :draftsman in equity, or otherwise, shall, for or in 
expectation of any fee, gain, or reward, draw or prepare any 
conveyance of, or deed or instrument relating to, any estate or 
property, real or personal, or any other deed or contract what- 
ever, or any pleadings or proceedings in any court of law or 
equity, unless and until such person shall have left with the 
said commissioners or their proper officers an order of the 


‘benchers of the Honourable:Society of King’s Inns at Dublin 


granting him permission to take out such stamped certificate, 
or & copy of such order, certified under the hand of their trea- 
surer, sub-treasurer, or clerk; and the said benchers, before 
they shall issue any such order, shall satisfy themselves of the 
qualification and fitness of the person applying therefor, and 
they shall prepare rules for the purpose of defining what quali- 
fication shall be required for such order: provided always, that 
such order or copy of such order, certified as prveaiet , once 
granted by the said benchers to any such conveyancer, § 
pleader, or draftsman in equity, shall be held to be good and 
valid for the purposes of this Act until the same shall have 
been revoked for misconduct by the said benchers, which th 
are hereby authorised to do; and in case any such order 

have been so revoked by the said benchers, they shall transmit 
to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, certified as aforesaid, 
a notice that such person is no longer entitled to such order, 
and that the same has been revoked hat sags: : 

also, that every conveyancer, special pleader, 
in equity who, at the date of the passing of this Act shalt be 
legally acting as such, shall be deemed @ qualified and fit 
son, and, a8 such, entitled to an order of the said benchers 
take out his stamped certificate, unless the contrary shall 
shown to the satisfaction of the said benchers. 


gs 


* 
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3. Every person who shall, for or in expectation of any fee, 
gain, or reward, in anywise act or practise as a conveyancer, 
special pleader, or draftsman in equity in Ireland, without 
being duly qualified to ast and practise as herein provided, 
other than and except barristers-at-law, and also sulicitors, 
attorneys, proctors, or notaries, and other than and except 
officers in the public service of the State drawing or preparing 
official instruments applicable to their respective offices, shall 
forfeit and pay for every such offence a sum not exceeding 
twenty pounds nor less than five pounds, to any person who 
shal! sue or prosecute for the same, either by action in any of 
her Majesty's superior courts of common law at Dublin or be- 
fore the chairman in the civil bill court at quarter sessions, or 
before ye A court of petty sessions in Ireland, under the pro- 
visions of the Acts relating to summary jurisdiction in Ireland, 
or any of them: provided always that no conveyance, deed, 
or instrument merely transferring any shares or stock in any 
pablic company, and in which there shall be no trust or limi- 
tation of the said shares or stock, shall be deemed a convey- 
ance, deed, or instrument within the meaning of this Act. 








“PROVINCES. 


Reapinc.-—Considerable excitement has been felt in this 
town at the appointment of Mr. Alderman Exall, by the Lord 
Chancellor, as a magistrate. From time immemorial it has 
been the custom of the corporation to furnish names to the 
Lord Chancellor, recommending their appointment. Some 
time ago six gentlemen were appointed, and as there are now 
thirteen borough magistrates, it is felt that there are more 
than enough. However, Mr. Exall has been appointed with- 
out the knowledge of his fellow-townsmen, and as Mr, Exall 
was a strong partisan of the late member, Mr. Baron Pigott, 
and also of the present member, Mr. Lefevre, it is felt that this 
appointment is the reward of political services. 

On Tuesday, the 9th inst., a meeting of the Town Council 
was held for the pu of taking the matter into considera- 
tion. The mayor (Mr, Lewis Cooper) said he was quite at a 
less to understand what had oceasioned the Lord Chancellor 
tomake the appointment. Nothing had occurred to render 
the appointment of another magistrate necessary, and there 
was no reason whatever for the step which had been taken. 
He called upon Mr. Exall to give some explanation as to the 
manner of, and reason for, his appointment. Mr, Exall said 
he was unable to give any explanation as to the circumstances 
under which he had been appointed. A considerable discus- 
sion then ensued, and Mr. Simonds moved the following resolu- 
tion:—‘* That this corporation regrets that the usual course of 
proceeding in the addition of names to the commission of the 
peace has not been adopted in reference to the appointment of 
Mr. Exall as a magistrate, and the more so as the number of 
magistrates has been so recently completed by a committee 
appointed for that purpose.” 

The resolution having been seconded, was put and carried, 
with only one dissentient, Mr. Exall. A motion was then 
made, that a copy of the resolution be sent to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, which was carried unanimously. 





SCOTLAND. 


The P. ‘0 case was again called before Lord Ormidale, 
as Judge of Exchequer at Edinburgh, on the 13th inst. His 
Lordship said, as they were in the beginning of a new class of 
Crown cases, they would have to decide whether to follow the 
pg Nu hay atadyray take ad sap. ease at once to a 
jury, leaving it open to partics to take objections to the in- 
formation during the trial, or to follow the ordinary Scotch 

ing of all questions of relevancy before trial. The 
Loyd Advocate said, if the whole case went to trial, the Crown 
would propose abont the 10th of March, or, if not then, in the 
week of April. 

At a meeting of the curators of the patronage of the Uni- 
versity of Edinburgh, on the 13th inst., Mr. Moir, ad- 
Ross. 


z 


was elected Professor of Scots Law, in room of the 
Professor Mr. Moir was formerly Frofessor of 
Bhetoric in the University, but relinquished that chair for legal 

He was unanimously recommended for the present 








IRELAND. 


_ Mr. Thomas Courtney, who had been only ap- 
pointed clerk of the Crown in the county Down, and who 
seemed in the enjoyment of vigorous health, died on the llth 
inst., at his residence in Fitzwilliam-square. He was regis-. 
trar to the Chief Justice of the Queen’s Bench, and also to the 
Consolidated Nisi Prius Court. Three offices, therefore, 
became vacant by his death. Mr. R, Ross Todd, soliei- 
tor of Newry, of high professional standing, has been 

clerk of the Crown for the county of Down, in the room of Mr, 
Courtney- 

An action was tried in the Court of Common Pleas, before. 
Mr. Justice Monahan and a special jury, on the 16th inst., 
for alleged negligence by attorneys. The action was brought 
by Madame Letitia Bonaparte Wyse, widow of the late Sir 
Thomas Wyse, formerly British Ambassador at Greece, against. 
Mr. William Lewis, one of the firm of Messrs, Lewis & Howe, 
solicitors, of Dublin, to recover damages on account of the 
alleged neglect of the defendant in conducting the business of 
the plaintiff as her solicitor, 

From the statements of counsel, and the evidence elicited 
in support of them, it appeared that the plaintiff, who is an 
elderly lady, is the cousin-german of the present Emperor of 
France, and daughter of Prince Canino, brother to the great 
Emperor Napoleon. In the year 1824 the plaintiff was mar- 
ried to Sir Thomas Wyse, and, on the occasion of her mar- 
riage, articles were executed by which she was entitled toa 
jointure of £1,500 a-year, payable on the death of her hus- 
band, and chargeable on his Irish estates in the county of 
Waterford, of which he was a native, and those estates, 
it was alleged by the same articles, were settled on the 
eldest son of the marriage as tenant in tail. Sir Thomas 
Wyse died in the year 1861, upon which, it was al- 
leged, that the plaintiff's eldest son became entitled to the 
family estates and the plaintiff to her jointure of £1,500 a-year. 
Upon the death of Sir Thomas Wyse it was found that. he had 
made a will, by which he, in alleged violation of the marriage 
articles, left the property in question to his brother, Mr. George 
Wyse, a member of the Bar of Ireland, and a magistrate, resid- 
ing in Dublin, and hisissue. The plaintiff disputed this will,and, 
Mr. George Wyse having refused to pay her jointure, she was 
advised to institute proceedings in the Court of Chancery 
in Ireland to assert her rights. It appeared that she was 
acquainted with Mr. John Harvey Lewis, a gentleman residing 
in London, and a brother of the defendants, and she obtained 
from him a letter of introduction to the defendant, who, om her 
arrival in Ireland, in June, 1862, undertook to.aet as her soli- 
citor against Mr. George Wyse, and; shortly after, the suit of 
Wyse v. Wyse was instituted. There were three counts in 
the summons and plaint, the substance of which were, that 
the plaintiff gave to the defendant, as her attorney, a sum of 
£20 7s, 8d. for the purpose of paying a debt she owed to Mr. 
Edward Russell, milliner, of Dawson-stzeet, Dublin, and 
that he neglected to do so, in consequence of which pro- 
ceedings were instituted against her, and she was od, &e, 
It was also alleged that the defendant did not et ea 
tiff notice of the proceedings at the suit of Mr, &e. 
The defendant filed several defences—viz., a traverse of the 
payment of the money in question to him, or that he received 
the same for the purpose alleged; and that he did give the 
plaintiff notice the money was not paid, and, of the 
pendency of the action against her at the suit of Mr. Russell, 
& 





c. th 

The jury found a verdict for the plaintiff, £400 damages 
on the special counts, and £150 on the money counts, with 
costs. ; 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


INDIA, 
CaLcurTa. 

REFORMS I¥ THE CrvIL Counts. 

Sir Barnes Peacock, the Chief Justice, has recetitly intro 
duced some important reforms into the Civil Courts. Hitherto 
the judges have tried to get through as many cases as they 
could in the shortest space of timee It was unusual 
for them to hear two or three suits at once, clerks 


em- 
ployed to take down the depositions of lompuy | the 


and 
contenting himself with reading them—or, as if. 
sometimes, deciding on. the mere word of the : 
read them. While this was going on, the bench 
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empty, or the judge would be engaged reading the last news- 
paper or magazine. These abuses have now been dealt with 
very sharply by the High Court. The judges are peremptorily 
ordered to take a “ memorandum” of each witness’s evidence, 
and sign it with their own hands; they are forbidden to engage 
in any other business while a suit is being heard before them; 
they are ordered to attend punctually, and, finally, they are 
admonished “that the character and merits of a judge do not 
depend so much upon the number of suits which he decides, as 
upon the soundness and accuracy of his decisions.” This in- 
terference of the High Court has taken the judges by surprise, 
but it will prove of incalulable service to suitors of every grade, 
and destroy abuses that have long tended to bring the ‘ad- 
ministration of justice into disrepute. 


CAPE OF GOOD HOPE. 
ConstiTuTION oF Prize Court. 

By a recent Cape mail we have the following particulars 
respecting the seizure of the Confederate cruiser T'uscalooza :— 
The Tuscalooza (formerly the Federal bark Conrad), Lieu- 
tenant Lowe, commander, which was in Simon’s Bay rather 
more than three months ago, returned to that port on Saturday, 
the 26th of December, for the purpose of repairs and obtaining 
supplies; but, on the day after her arrival, Admiral Sir Bald- 
win Walker despatched from the flag-ship a lieutenant and a 
boarding party of twenty-five men to take possession of the 
Tusculooza in the Queen’s name, The officer promptly exe- 
cuted the orders of the admiral, and the vessel was seized 
accordingly. Lieutenant Lowe lodged with the’ Admiral a 
formal protest against the seizure, which will be transmitted to 
the Home Government. The United States’ Consul, Mr. 
Graham, lodged a claim to the vessel on behalf of her former 
owners, and has since been informed by the Government that 
she will be detained until she can be handed over to them. 
The point upon which the authorities at home differ in opinion 
from Mr. Denyssen, who was acting Attorney-General, and, as 
such legal adviser of the Government, when the Tuscalooza for- 
merly visited the Cape, is as to the competency of Captain 
Semmes to condemn prizes without taking them to a regularly 
constituted prize court. Such court Captain Semmes claims 
to constitute on board the Alabama by virtue of authority 
from his Government; and the question at issue is, whether 
that court, or pretended court, is a court whose decisions 
aggrieved persons are beund to submit to, and other Govern- 
ments to acknowledge and accept, It is, however, considered 
that the very idea of a court implies that the persons whose 
property is to be disposed of shall have the right of being pre- 
sent and the power of advocating their cause. With these 
conditions it cannot be said that the court held by Captain 
Semmes on board the Alabama complies, And his court, cer- 
tainly, is not such a court as the other powers of the world 
have established. It may be said that the circumstances 
of the Confederate States are exceptional, and that the coast 
being blockaded by a superior naval power, it would be impos- 
sible for Captain Semmes to send his prizes for condemnation 
to # court of his own country. But that is an accident, all 
the unpleasant consequences of which the Confederates must 
submit to; and if Captain Semmes’s court be not such a court 
as independent powers are bound to acknowledge and respect, 
the condemnation was clearly illegal. Upon that point the 
whole case turns. If the condemnation was illegal the conver- 
sion of the Conrad into an armed cruiser and her commission 
as such were equally so, and she cannot claim indemnity from 
seizure as a man-of-war. If, on the other hand, it be held 
that the condemnation was sufficient, then is the Tuscalooza 
entitled to all the privileges of a ship of war, one of which is 
freedom from arrest. 











FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA. 
ALIEN SuBSTITUTES. 

The Solicitor to the War department of the United States 
Government has given his opinion that foreigners enlisted as 
substitates for drafted men are not entitled to be discharged 
from the service by reason of alienage. 





GERMANY. 
Fravputent Trape Marks. 
A judgment has just been obtained in the law courts of 
Germany, against a firm, for the false marking of goods with 





the name of British exporters. The charge was brought by 
Messrs. J. & R. Tennent, brewers, of Glasgow, the defendants 
being Messrs. Deetjen & Schroder, of Hamburg, by whom, it is 
stated, imitations of Messrs. Tennent’s labels for bottled beer 
have been habitually used. The plea was attempted, that, in 
one of the letters on the label, there was a slight difference 
from the original; but this appears te have been fitl rebuked, 
and the parties were condemned in costs, and prohibited, under 
penalties, from continuing the B sv vyros The following is a 
copy of the judgment pronounced by the courts:— ; 
“ TRADE Marks.—TENNENT v. DEETJEN & SCHRODER.: > 
“The procurator finds that since the false marking of 
goods, with the name or the firm of another than their actual 
manufacturer (as decided by our courts of law repeatedly, and 
confirmed very recently in the case of Dr. Ort Sehroder v. 
Voelcklein, Steinert, ¢ Co., by the upper and lower courts), 
inflicts a wrong upon the party wltose name has been falsely 
used, and entitles him to demand indemnification for the loss 
or damage thereby sustained; and also to demand a legal pro- 
hibition of the repetition of such illegal proceedings; finds, fur- 
ther, that the defendants must be held as having 
used, in the sale of their bottled malt liquor, labels with plain- 
tiffs’ firm on it; since the defendants’ plea that the plaintifis’ 
‘label which the defendants had minutely copied, and in which 
label the first letter of the firm therein used, owing to indis- 
tinct writing, was looking more like ‘‘I” than “ T,” did not 
show plaintiffs’ firm, does not deserve to be entertained; finds, 
further, that the defendants cannot be interdicted for continu 
ing to use the label lately introduced by them, and ngs | 
defendants’ firm, although copied from plaintiffs’ label, ar 
having the same colour and appearance; and decides now, that 
the defendants are hereby interdicted from nsing, in disposing 
of their malt liquor, a label with plaintiffs’ firm, under a 
penalty of one thaler, or about three shillings, for every bottle 
so labelled, and then disposed of either by defen or by 
their concurrence; reserves plaintiffs’ claims for loss or 
sustained, and finds defendants liable in expenses.” 








UNIVERSITY INTELLIGENCE. 


CAMBRIDGE, Fes. 12. 

The Board of Legal Studies announce the following subj 
for examination for Honours in Law and for the Cha s 
Legal Medal, for the year 1865:— 

I. Roman Law.—(a) For translation :— Gaii Commentarii,” 
and “ Justiniani Institutiones” (the whole), “ Digest,” book 3, 
title 24 (De vi aut clam), “ Ciceronis Oratio pro ” (b) 
A paper of questions on Roman Law and General Juri 
For the former, information will be found in Sandars’s “ Com- 
mentary on the Institutes of Justinian,” and Mees? 
“ Systema Juris Romani;” for the latter, in Bentham’s “ 
ciples of Civil Legislation” and “ Austin’s Jurisprudence,” 
vol. 1. 

II. English Law.—(a) The influence of the Feudal System 
on the Law of England; for which reference may be made to 
“ Hallam’s Middle Ages,” vol. 1, chap, 2, and vol, 2, chap, 8; 
‘‘ Blackstone’s Commentaries,” vol. 2, chaps, 4 and 5, and 
“ Butler’s Note to Coke upon Littleton,” vol. 2, page 191 4 
note. (6) “ Joshua Williams on the Law of Real Property.” (¢ 
“ Blackstone’s Commentaries " (Kerr's edition), vol, 4. 

III. English History.—From the reign of James I. to the 
Revolution, 1688. For the Constitutional and Legal history 
of the period, reference may be made to “ Hallam’s Constitu- 
tional History,” to “ Crabb’s History of the English Law,” and 
to the Statute Book. , 

IV. International Law.—(a) “ Kent’s Commentary on _- 
ternational Law.” (6) The Peace of Westphalia and Treati 
of Munster and Osnaburg; for which information will be found 
in “ Jenkinson’s Collection of Treaties,” vol. 1; “ L’Histoire 
abregée des Traités de Paix” (par Koch et Scheel), tome 1: 
and “ Histoire Générale des ‘I'raités de Paix” (parle 
Toyeitioe ol d to tak that, for the general 

idates are requested to take notice lor 
paper hitherto set on the afternoon of the last day, there will 
substituted one in the nature of a problem pet, 
hypothetical cases and abstract points of law, Roman, 
and International. oar 
Tue CHANCELLOR'S LecaL MxDAt. du 

I. Roman Law.—The Roman Law of Obligations and 
tions as exhibited in the “Institute of Justinian” and the 
“Commentaries of Gaius,” and explained in the “ Systema 


° 
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Juris” of Mackeldey, and the “ Commentarii” of Warnkcenigs 

to be compared with that part of the second volume of “ Aus- 

pad Jurisprudence,” which relates to Obligations and Con- 
ts. 

Il. English Law.—(1.) “ Dwarris on Statutes.” (2.) The 
fourth volume of “ Blackstone's Commentaries.” 

Ill. lish History —From the commencement of the reign 
of Henry VII. to the end of that of Elizabeth; with special re- 
ference to “ Froude,” “ Hallam,” and the Statute Book. 

IV, International Law.—As explained by Kent, Manning, 
‘Wheaton. 


5 








SUGGESTIONS FOR THE AMENDMENT OF THE 

: LAW OF APPEAL IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

(Concluded from p. 290.) 

‘To continue this outline’of the law of appeal in criminal 
permit me to observe, further, that the Court of Queen’s 
will, even now, under certain circumstances, grant a 
new trial in all indictable offences, and that upon disputed 
questions of facts as well asof law. Where indictments are 
originally found in the Queen's Bench, or are removed thither 
by certiorari, the sage upon conviction is entitled, ex debito 
justitia, to move a new trial, It was, for a considerable 
time, doubtful whether the appellate jurisdiction of the Court 
of Queen's Bench extended to felonies, as well as to misde- 
1 That question was set at rest in the ease of the Queen 

. Scaife ith, and Rooke, 17 Q. B., 238. 

That was an indictment for robbery with violence, removed 
by i from the Hull Borough Sessions, and tried 
before Mr. Justice Cresswell at the York Assizes. A rule 

obtained in the ensuing term for a new trial, on 
grounds of improper reception of evidence, and misdi- 
rule was made absolute, and the Master of the 
Office was consulted by the Court as to the form of the 
rule, it appearing that there was no precedent for a new 
trial in a case of felony. The subsequent history of this 
remarkable case is no less curious than instructive, ‘The rule 
was made absolute in Trinity Term, 1851, whereupon the 
case was sent to York for trial before Platt, B., at the sum- 
mer assizes, 1851, ‘The trial was postponed at the instance 
of the prosecutor till the next assizes, At the spring assizes 
the prisoners came up to be tried before Alderson, B., but the 
Tearned judge, upon finding that the record had not been sealed, 


“ 


F§ 


it 
? 


refased to try. The prosecutor, without informing the prisoners, 
then applied to Pollock, C.B., at chambers, and obtained an 
order for a writ of puredendo, under which the case was sent 


back to the Hull quarter sessions, where a verdict was returned 
‘@gainst the three prisoners, although on the original trial one 
of them had been ap gt 

It would » then, that the prisoner who may be for- 
tanate teonah te have an indictment preferred against him in 
the Queen’s Bench, or who may have succeeded in obtaining 
& certiorari, enjoys the exceptional privilege of appeal against 
the verdict of a jury upon questions of law and fact, The 
Objections to this form of proceeding are obvious. It 
‘applies to very few cases, and can scarcely be available to 
poor defendants. Questions of law frequently arise unex- 
pectedly in the course of an inquiry, and the discovery comes 
too late for the purpose of obtaining a certiorari; and, even 
when from the beginning it is seen that the result will turn 
upon mere legal subtleties, the preliminary expense of obtain- 
be as writ compels the majority of prisoners to take their 

in the ordinary way. 

There remains one other mode of appeal in criminal cases 
A prisoner, as the law now stands, is not strictly and irre- 
vocably bound by the refusal or omission of a judge to reserve 
a in his favour. He has, indeed, a remedy, but it is, in 

of fact, almost useless, on account of the difficclty and ex- 
pense of procuring it. The relief I allude to is the supreme 
appeal, by petition to the Crown, which is referred to the 
Lord or. The Crown, through the Lord Chancellor’ 
‘will, on a proper case made, direct the body of the judges to 
hear the point argued. In the case of Wait, 11 Price, 518, 
the Lord Chancellor, having considered a point referred to him 
directed the twelve judges to hear the same argued, The same 
‘was done in Fauntleroy's case. 

Having now considered what the law of appeal in criminal 
case actually is, I venture to submit that in several important 
particulars, besides that to which I have referred, it is capable 

of amendment. 


“Whether a criminal trial be regarded as a litigious proceed- 
ing, in which prisoner are the parties, or as an 


2 


inquisitorial act on the part of the State against one of its 





members, I think it beyond all question of argument that the 
accused is entitled of right to be tried in a manner best 
adapted to elicit the truth of the matter. He is entitled, by 
the mutual rights and obligations of citizenship, upon 
reasonable cause for being dissatisfied with the decision 
one tribunal, to have his defence laid before another. This is 
a matter of right, not a concession, because justice, even at the 
cost of delay or inconvenience, is the first and paramount con- 
sideration. In civil proceedings, such as proceedings for enforc- 
ing a contract, where only a few pounds may be involved, this 
right is now freely admitted, Unless we assume the infallibility 
of our legal tribunals, it follows logically that reasonable fa» 
cilities should be afforded for testing the soundness of their 
decisions. Does it not appear strange, that while a defendant, 
dissatisfied with the verdict of a jnry, where the controversy 
is about a few pounds, has the indubitable right of appealing 
against such a decision, he is practically prohibited from seek- 
ing a similar relief where his very life may be in jeopardy? In 
civil proceedings the objection as to the delays, expense, the 
waste of public time, &c., arising from protracted litigation, have 
long taken a place subordinate to the principal and supreme 
consideration—justice, On the one hand, frivolous litigation 
ought, by every prudent means, to be checked; on the other, 
every fair 0 ity should be afforded to eliminate the truth 
and vindicate the innocent, As an abstract question of right, 
therefore, there can be no doubt that every citizen, having 
just reason for being dissatisfied with the decision against him, 
whether in civil or criminal matters, is entitled to an appeal 
upon questions of law and fact. 

But it cannot for one moment be denied that serious diffi- 
culties, disadvantages, and evils would accrue from enlarging 
the privilege of appeal which now obtains in criminal eases. 
I am anxious to state these fairly and fully, not only because 
of their intrinsic importance, but because of the conviction 
they have wrought in the minds of so many emineat jurists 
and statesmen, 

The following are the principal objections which have been 
urged against extending the right of criminal appeal :—First, 
that in criminal cases the questions involved are generally 
so simple that new trials would be unnecessary. Mr. Baron 
Parke put this argument strongly in his evidenee before 
the House of Lords Committee,—“ Disputes respecting civil 
rights—rights to property—are of a complicated nature, in- 
volving difficult propositions of law and fact, from which the 
administration of criminal justice is free; and, upon the whole, 
it is better to give an unlimited power of appeal on questions 
both of law and fact in civil, and to withbold it in criminal, 
cases.”* ‘There are two obvious answers to this objection. 
First, that as to questions of law, however seldom they may 
ocour, the Legislature has considered them of so much import- 
ance as to have established a special court for their eon- 
sideration. Secondly, however simple the. facts deposed to 
upon a criminal trial may be, the verdict may, notwithstand- 
ing, be against the weight of evidence, or returned under sur- 
prise, or in the absence of material facts which have transpired 
subsequent to the trial. 

The next objection which I shall notice refers te the delay 
in the execution of the criminal law which the exercise of 
the right of appeal would introduce. Lord Brougham has 
illustrated this in a very foreible manner—“ The criminal law 
depends, for the effect, more or lees, which it has in deterring 
from crime, by example of punishments, upon the speediness 
with which the execution of the sentence follows the trial. 
But in this case you would have a prisoner fonnd guilty at 
York in the first fortnight in July, but no sentence, even in 
the most flagrantcase of murder, ever could be executed till 
the middle of the November following.” ¢. As to the deterrent 
force of punishment, his Lordship has proved, in a remarkable 
dissertation, to which I cannot here refer more particularly, 
that at best the influence of punishment in deterring: 
from crime has been greatly exaggerated. ‘The delay of a few 
months, upon which his Lerdship laid so much emphasis, was 
satisfactorily anticipated in the scheme of Sir Fitzroy Kelly, 
which, among other things, provided that the court of appeal 
should sit a few days after the summer assizes. 

Again, it is said that the number of appeals would be #) 
great, that the present bench of judges would not be able to .ac- 
complish the work. It.is probable that, after the first few 
years, the result of an appeal in criminal cases would become 
so well understood, that the applications would not be very 
numerous. But, even if they continued to be numerous, I con- 


* See Report of Committee of the House of Lords.on the Ad- 
ae Ma eno Doteakaal ner, 8888, p, &. 
id 49. 
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tend that it is the first duty of a State to provide for the satis- 
factory administration of its laws. 

Again, it has been asked, at whose cost are appeals to be 
conducted? Ifat the expense of the prisoner, an advantage 
is conferred upon the rich; but, if the public are to bear the 
expense, the burden of litigation would be thrown upon those 
who have no direct personal interest in the result. It is better 
to grant a relief which may be open to all though available to 
a few, than to uate a hardship from which rich and poor 
must alike suffer. When a question of law is now reserved, 
it is very seldom that the poverty of the prisoner is an effectual 
barrier against the prosecution of an appeal. And, even under 
the present system, the rich have a decided advantage over 
the poor. In how many instances might the life of 2 pauper 
convict have been saved, if the funds were at his disposal to set 
in motion the machinery which would move the Home Office? 
It probably costs more to secure professional and other assist- 
ance sufficiently powerful to promote an effectual represen- 
tation to the Home Office, than it would eost to bring the ease 
under the notice of a court of appeal. The best system of 
laws cannot raise the enjoyments of the poor to the level of 
the rich. The wealthy will always command a better litera- 
ture, better medical aid, as well as better legal assistance. 
When it was proposed to enable all prisoners to be defended by 
counsel, the same objection was raised. ‘The Prisoners’ Counsel 
Act has, however, given much satisfaction, for the poor as well 
as the rich have gained by it. 

Another objection is, that instances of improper convictions 
are rare. Let those who wish to obtain reliable information 
on this subject, consult the second report of the Criminal Law 
Commissioners, Mr. Wilde, who held the shrievalty of Lon- 
don, and was also an attorney by profession, stated, “ I am per- 
fectly satisfied that many persons have suffered punishments 
where they have been positively innovent of the crime with 
which they were charged, and which, if there had been any 
court of appeal, with, of course, proper officers appointed, to 
whom the parties accused might have stated the grounds of 
appeal, there would have been a reversal of their conviction or 
sentence.” (p, 99. 

He stated, further, “ within the space of nine months, during 
which he was oue of the sheriffs of London, no fewer than six 
persons, who had been capitally convicted at the Old Bailey 
and left for execution, were saved fron death in consequence of 
> ebay, asi showing that they had been improperly convicted. 
From the want of a proper appellate tribunal, the sheriffs and 
the officers of the in, who, of course, are the only persons 
in constant communication with the prisoners, are often placed 
in a most painful situation, in having to judge how far, con- 
sistently with the discharge of their own duties, they ought to 
interfere ’’ (report, vol. viii. p. 20). 

There are other objections which I cannot here stop to dis- 
cuss. I shall only enumerate them:—First, that if new trials 
were granted, witnesses could in the meanwhile be tampered 
with, and the crime of perjury would very much increase. 
Secondly, that if appeals were to be granted in cases of a con- 
viction, they ought also to be conceded to prosecutors in 
cases of an acquittal. Thirdly, that theright of appeal would 
open a door through which the guilty might escape. Fourthly, 
that juries would shirk their responsibility and return ill- 
consi verdicts on the ground that these decisions might 
be reviewed ard rectified by a superior court. 

Let me, in the next place, briefly relate what attempts have 
been made by the Legislature to amend this department of the 
law. The first, and indeed the most comprehensive measure 
that has hitherto been laid before Parliament, was the bill of 
1844,introduced tothe House of Commons by our learned chair- 
man. I may perhaps be permitted to add, that the speech of 
Sir Fitzroy Kelly, upon bringing in the bill, remains to this 
day among the most exhaustive and learned dissertations on 
criminal appeal. “The substantial objects of the bill” to use 
the language of its learned author, “ was to enable all persons 
convicted of any criminal offence, whether at the assizes, or 
at the central criminal courts, or before courts of quarter 
sessions, or other inferior eourts, to make the same applica- 
tion to set aside the verdict, to have a new trial, to enter 
& Verdict of not guilty, or to arrest judgment, before any of 
the su courts of Westminster Hall as may now be made 
in civil-eases, and upon much the same system of practice—that 
is, upon an application in the first instance for a rule nisi; and 
im the event of'a rule nisi being granted, then, upon hearing 
counsel on both sides, to make the rule absolute or discharge 
it, and enter final judgment aceordingy. 

‘In point’of fact, the scheme of Sir Fitzroy Kelly, as embodied 
in the bill of 1844, amounted almost to a complete assimila- 





tion of appellate procedure in civil and criminal cases; It 
extended to all indictable offences—felonies as well as mis- 
demeanours—and the appeal was to be a matter of right, and 
not a concession dependent upon the will and pleasure. of the 
judge. Beyond this it is impossible to I am afraid, how. 
ever, that the Legislature of 1864, ak follow the example 
of the Parliament of 1844, in rejecting a bill which 

changes so comprehensive and important. Our system of law 
making is empirieal; we advance by short ca 

taken. Beginning with small experiments, which result some- 
times in failure, sometimes in success, we hit wate 
principle, we mould and shape it to our existing laws. it 
assimilates—wel]; if it preves a mistake, we throw it 4 
and proceed upon sore other experiment. Whether this 
philosophical or not, it is a fact—a fact of which every states- 
man must take due notice, and for which he must make due 
allowance. ; 

The bill of Sir Fitzroy Kelly passed the first reading, but 
was withdrawn in the month of July, 1844, at the request of 
Sir James Graham, who stated ‘that he wished it to be 
understood, that in so acting, he did not preclude the Govern- 
ment from taking up the subject, when they had examined i¢ 
calmly and at leisure” Four years later, that is to say, in 
February, 1848, Mr. Ewart brought in a measure, on the 
subject of appeal in criminal eases. I have not -been able to 
procure a copy of that bill. Its second reading was postponed 
in favour of Lord Campbell’s bill, for granting: appeals on 
matters of law in criminal cases. The Act 11 & 12 Viet. 
ce. 78, passed in pursuance of Lord Campbell’s bill, estab- 
lished a court of appeal for the consideration of Orown cases 
reserved. 

The last discussion in Parliament on the law of criminal 
appeal, took place on the 3lst of June, 1860, upon ‘the 
reading of Mr. M’Mahon’s bill. That bill, which was lost on 
the second reading, proposed only a small extension of the 
right of appeal. To this extent only, that the writ of certiorari 
should issue from the Queen’s Bench after conviction as well 
as before trial. Inasmuch as the Court of Queen’s Bench 
has the power of ordering new trials on all requests 
formed there, and also in all cases removed thither by 
certiorari, the eflect of Mr. M’Mahon’s bill would have been to 
constitute the Queen’s Bench the only court of criminal 
appeal, 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL, 
LAW LECTURES AT THE {NCORPORATED LAW 
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Mr. Wa. Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Monday, Feb, 22, 2 . 

Mr. Montaaue Huvuaues Cookson, on Equity, Friday, 
‘eb, 26. 








COURT PAPERS. 
WEST INDIAN INCUMBERED ESTATES COURT, 8, 
PARK STREET, WESTMINSTER. 


List of plantations and estates which formed the subject of 
petitions pending in this court on the 15th of January, 1864. ~ 




















Name of Estate. |Aerege| Colony, | Date of Sale, |FUrchs- 
. 
Barrowallie, or Kearton’s.| 230 |St. Vincent ../9th Feb. 1864 £ 
Worthy Park, or Luidas..| 2,922 |Jamaica «23rd June, } } 9,550 
Cocoree ....... Soieeveus | 1,200 | ditto .-| ditto 
Mickleton .....cccsseeee 623 | ditto ++| ditto «| 300 
Hillside .......esesace0e | 4,336 | ditto + «(2nd Dec, 1862) 3,100 
Brazaletto .....ccecssees) 1,080 | ditto «| ditto » os 
Chesterfield .......++04+ 609 | ditto ..| ditto  ..| 9,800) 
Parker's, or Salt River ’ 
bem endshon rst 157 |, ditto a+|, Gitte ow} 1,000 
Bourke’s Field and Cole's) 
Wh ric ss caccachace sot . ditto seal 
Belmont, or Donevan’s .. eee 
x Islan 
Petit Bordell and Sharpe’s| 320 (St. Vincent 
—— Yo — 
ar TOS .. cacesvasnes: Jamaica 
> rned Vale and Silver " : : 
Spring: 242 | ditt” fith pay 1962} 400 
Round Hill 0} ditte | .. eb. 1863} 100 
Garbread 
Hall ditto ++ /Sthk March, 1964) 
Mile Gully ditto +-| ditto 
Spitzbergen tto e+} ditto 
Paradise .. ee i ee } od ; 
Smith’s, or Piper's ...+++ ee 
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312 
Colony. Date of Sale. me a 
ditto e+| ditto 
ditto ditto 
ditto «| ditto 
ditto ++/22nd Dec. 1862 650 
ditto ditto oe 200 
ditto «| ditto ak 120 
ditto -./14th Apr, 1863] 4,500 
ditto ++| ditto ee 100 
ditto ++| ditto --| _ 100 
ditto --/23rd June, 1863} 1,500 
ditto | ditto es} 2,300 
Park Hill (two-third parts) 326 (St. Vincent ../8th March, 1864 
Greenwich Hill.......+..| —  |Jamaica 
Haughton Tower.. di «+/9th Feb. 1864 
Waterloo .......+ ++/8th March, (864 
e+) ditto 
° ditto 


++/23rd Feb, 1864 
«+\7th June, 1864 
ditto 


ditto —_..| ditto 
St. Christopher/2Ist June, 1864 
Tobago +./12th July, 1864 








ditto «+| ditto 

259 ditto ++| ditto 
250 | ditto ditto 
17 | ditto ditto 
300 | ditto ditto 
300 | ditto ditto 
300 | ditto ditto 
500 | ditto «-| ditto 
300 | ditto ..| ditto 

















PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


MEETINGS. 
Hutt anp Sevsy Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 13th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 2} per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 

LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RaItway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 17th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 4% per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 

LoNDON AND BLACKWALL Rattway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
16th inst., a dividend at the rate of 4} per cent. per annum 
on the preference stock, and of 4 per cent, per annum on the 
ordinary stock of the company, were delared for the past 
half-year. 

Souru-Eastern Raitway. 

At the half-yvarly meeting of this company, held on the 
llth inst., a dividend at the rate of 5} per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 

Stockton anp Dartineton RaILway. 

At the half-vearly meeting of this company, held on the 
17th inst., a dividend at the rate of 8 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 


Unstrer Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 10th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of £5 per cent. per annum on the 
ordinary shares, less income tax, was declared for the past 
half-year. 

West Yorksutre Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
16th inst., dividends at the rate of 7 per cent. per annum 
on the original stock, and of 4 per cent. on the Ossett stock, 
were declared for the past half-year. 

WIMBLEDON AND Croypon RaItwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 12th 
inst., a dividend of 4s. per share, being at the rate of £4 per 
cent, per annum, was dec. for the past half-year. 


BILLS IN PARLIAMENT. 
The following bills for the formation of new lines of rail« 
way have been declared to have passed the Standing Orders:— 
Avon Vater. 
bR&CON AND MERTHYR TYDFIL JUNCTION. 





Bromtey. 

CHICHESTER AND Mipaourst. 

CRIEFF AND METHVEN JUNCTION AND BRANCH. 

Haurrax, HUDDERSFIELD, AND KEIGHLY. 

Hererorp, Hay, AnD BRECON. 

Lonpon Low LEvEL®@ 

Mip-WALEs. 

Muca WENLOCK AND SEVERN JuNcTION. 

NEWTOWN AND MACHYNLETH, AND ABERYSTWITH AND 
Wetcu Coast. 

PETERSFIELD AND BisHors WALTHAM. 

REIGATE AND Lonpon (West End) JUNCTION. 

ScarRBorouGn, WHITBY, AND STAITHEs. 

Somerset AND Dorset (CHEDDAR VALLEY AND YATTON), 

SOUTHAMPTON AND NETLEY 

Sraines, Ecuam, AND WORKING JUNCTION. 

Tootinc, MERTON, AND WIMBLEDON EXTENSION. 

TorBAY AND Brrxuam. 

TorrENHAM AND FARRINGDON-STREET. 

VALE OF CRICKHOWELL. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 

British AND CaLiroRNIAN BANKING Company (Lim1TED). 
Capital £2,000,000, in 40,000 shares of £50 each. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Wilkinson, Stevens, & Wilkinson, 4, 

Nicholas-lane, Lombard-street; Messrs. Atchison & Hathaway, 

14, Bedford-row. 

This bank is established for the purpose of providing bank- 
ing facilities for California. 

Sourn Eastern Bankinc Company (Lrmirep). 
Capital £500,000, in 20,000 shares of £25 each. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Sheppard & Riley, 38, Moorgate-street. 
This company is formed for the purpose of affording ad- 

ditional banking facilities for the south-eastern counties of 

Surrey, Hampshire, Kent, and Sussex. 











The annual official volume recently issued of statistical tables 
relating to the British possessions beyond the four seas, shows 
us territory exceeding 4,000,000 of square miles, and contain- 
ing @ population of about 145,000,000 souls. There is India, 
with its 933,722 square miles and 135,634,244 people; the 
North American colonies (not reckoning the immense Hudson 
Bay and Red River territories), with their 498,169 square 
miles and 3,305,872 people; the West Indies, with 88,511 square 
miles, and 1,081,687 people; Australia and New Zealand, with 
2,582,070 square miles, and 1,333,338 people; and there is 
Ceylon, the Cape, Mauritius, and the rest. The public 
revenues of these vast possessions amounted in 1861 to. 
£56,218,420—India furnishing £42,903,234 of this amount. 
The public revenue of Victoria exceeded £3,000,000, and that 
of Canada exceeded £2,000,000. The public debt of India is 
stated at £101,877,081; of the North American colonies, 
£16,058,724; of the West Indies, £1,695,911; of Victoria, 
£6,285,060 ; of New South Wales, £4,017,630; of the Cape,, 
£565,005. The imports into these, our possessions, amounted 
in value in the year 1861, to £93,945,885, and their exports to 
£86,286,034, and these figures are exclusive of Hong Kong 
and of Gibralter, from which no return of these particulars is 
given. From the United Kingdom there was sent to them in 
that year produce and manufactures of the value of £47,412,166 
(again with the omission of two colonies as before, and of the 
Ionian Islands) ; to India, £21,679,032 ; to Australia, 
£13,467,870, The shipping frequenting these territories in 
the year, counting both entrances inwards, and clearances out- 
wards, amounted to 22,849,461 tons, 


Errects OF THE Late Lorp LynpHurst.—Messrs, 
Christie, Manson, & Woods have received instructions to sell, 
at the house, No. 25, George-street, Hanover-square, a variety 
of valuable property, constituting, as described in the catalogue, 
“ the whole of the valuable effects of tlc late Lord Lyndhurst.” 
Among other matters of great worth and beauty will be found 
a costly service of silver and gilt plate, manufactured by Messrs. 
Green & Ward; fine old French decorative furnitareand Reisher 
marqueterie; splendid old clocks and ornaments of ormolu 
of the time of Louis XIV.; a despatch box, with lock and key, 
made by Louis XVI.; very rare specimens of oriental \porce- 
lain; an old Sevres dessert service, and fine specimens of old 
Dresden; suites of carved and gilt sofas, and other articles of 
household furniture of excellent design and workmanship, 
together with an extensive library of ancient and modern 
a in general literature, and a large collection of law 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
BIRON—On Feb, 12, at 75, Victoria-street, Westminster, the wife of 
Robert J. Biron, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son, 


MARRIAGES. 

DAVIS—JACKSON—On Jan. 21, at the Cathedral Church of St, John, 
Antigua, Gateward Coleridge Davis, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law, eldest son of the late Right Rev. Daniel Gateward Davis, 
D.D., Lord Bishop of Antigua, to Elizabeth Gordon, fourth daughter of 
the Right Rey, William Walrond Jackson, D.D., the present Bishop of 


Antigua. 

KEOGH—SMITH—On Feb. 8, at the Roman Catholic Church, Dover, 
Captain Lynch Keogh, Military Train, son of William M. Keogh, 
Clerk of the Crown for the county and Fran By of —s to Charlotte 
ot nag of the late Colquhoun Esq., of Bocage-park, 


Middl 
LOADEN — MOSLEY — On Feb, 15, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, 
rge Loaden, Esq., of Bedtor rd-place, Russell-square, to Augusta, 
daughter of the late Robert Mosley, Esq, St. George’s-square, Bel- 


WOODROFFE—HUME—On Dec. 29, at the Garrison Church, Fort Wil- 
liam, Calcutta, J. T. Woodroffe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to Florence, 
youngest daughter of the late James Hunie, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
and senior magistrate of Calcutta. - 

DEATHS, 

MARSHALL—At South Bank-road, Grassendule, near Liverpool, 
Marshail, Esq., Solicitor, in the 45th year of his age. 

ROUTH—On Keb. 7, at Naples, William Eppes Routh, aged 85, second 
son of the late Hon. Richard Routh, Chief Justice of Newfoundland. 

STIRLING—On Feb. 7, at Grove-honse, Battersea, Thomas Henry 
Stirling, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple, in his 75th 
year. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Newcoms, Rev. Caartes Grorce, Halberton Vicarage, Tiverton. 
= lls. 3d, Consols—Claimed by E. G. Newcomb, Widow, and 
others. 

PetuaM, Hon. Duptey, of Arlington-street, deceased. £43 5s. 3d. 
Consols.—Claimed by the Right Hon. the Earl Fitzwilliam, and the 
Rey. William Bridgman Simpson, Executors. 


Henry 








LONDON GAZETTES, 


GHinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Faray, Feb. 12, 1864. 
LiMiTED IN CHANCERY. 

Exhall Coal Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Feb 6, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Feb 20, 
Davidson & Co, Weavers’-hall, Solicitors for petitioner. 

Northern Bengal Tea Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Feb 5, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Feb 20, 
Becke, Bedford-row, Solicitor for petitioner. 

Wellington Reversionary Annuity and Life Assurance Society.—Petition 
for winding-np, presented Feb 8, will be heard before the Master of 
the Rolls on Feb 20. Johnson & Weatherall, King’s-bench-walk, 
Agents for Hopkinson, Chesterfield, Solicitor for petitioners. 

West of Englane Lead Smelting Company (Limited).—Petition for wind- 
ing-up, presented J’eb 10, will be heard before Vice-Chancellor Wood on 
Feb 20. Hammond, Furnival’s-inn, agent for Nalder, Shepton Mallett, 
Solicitor for petitioners. 

Tuespay, Feb. 16, 1864. 
Limited IN CHANCERY. 

Roodee Iron Ship Building Company (Limited).—Creditors of the above- 
named company are required, on ur before March 11, to sezd their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debt or claims, and 
the names and addresses of their solicitors (if any), to Edward Crosiand, 
21, Harrington-street, Lpool, the Official Liquidator of the said com- 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict, cap, 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faiwar, Feb 12, 1864, 
Bohannan, Mary, Birkenhead. Feb 29. Moore, Birkenhead. 
Meee Thos, Sedgley, Stafford, Gent. March 24, Bolton, Wolver- 


ham 
Finis, Margaret; late of Rue de l’Oratoire, Paris, and theretofore Great 
Russell-st, Bloomsbury, Widow. March 20. Combe & Wainwright, 


Staple-inn. 
Goodrich, Arthur, Upper Berkely-st, Middx, Solicitor, March 15, 
Hardisty 4 Rhodes, Great Marlborough-st. 
Green, Edwd, Birkenhead, Victualler. March 9. Moore, Birkenhead. 
= ohn Union Flag, Lambeth, Surrey, Gent. March8. Drake & Son, 
Pa sny Philip, Nailbridge, Gloucester, Innkeeper, Feb 27. Carter & 
Goold, Newnham. 


Lazarus, Lewis, City-rd. March 10. Denny, Austin Friars. 
—_ David, 1, Teacher of Mathematics. April 1, Livett, 


Mort, John, Altrincham, Chester, Draper. April 1. Southern, Al- 
trincham, and Street, Manch. 

Nevin, _ ’Bucklersbury, Merckant. March 31, Walter & Scott, Cole- 
man-st. 

Pain, Hy, Upper Wallop, Southampton, Gent. March 10. Pain, Pert- 


Bape By ton, Ee gt a Spinster. March 10. Tre- 


Piumptre, John Fearn, Fredvilie, Kent, Esq. April 6, Wightwick & 


Co, Canterb: 





Savery, Foskett, Bristol, Gent. April 15. Hippisley, Bristol 

—. Chas Geo, Medway-st, Westminster, Gent. March 15, Hardisty 
& Rhodes, Gt Mariborough-st. 

Strickland, Arthur, Bridlington-quay, Esq. April9. Harland, Bridling- 


ton. 
Tugspay, Feb. 16, 1864. 


Broad, Eliz, Offham, Kent, Widow. March 14. Macheson & Goldring, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, for Norton & Son, Town M: . 

Casson, Wm, Leamington Priors, Gent. May |. v4. Leamington. 

ey Thos, Worthing, Esq. March 15. Stuart & Baly, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
vans, Richd, sen, Tipton, Stafford. March 11, Greenway. 

Going, Eliza Mary, Bristol-pl, Maida-hill, Middx, Widow. March 1, 
Dawson & Bryan, Bedford-sq. 

Harris, Geo, Uplands, Fareham, Gent. Feb 28. Goble, Fareham. 

James, Joshua Harcombe, Caige Bush, Ashill, Somerset, Yeoman, April 
6. Baker, Ilminster, 

Liddendale, Chas Hy, Clapton-ter, Upper Clapton, Actuary. March 25. 
Rowland, Hungerford. 

Matthews, Wm, Llandinabo, Hereford, Timber Merchant, May 1. Minett, 


08s, 

Preece, John, Hereford, Boot Maker. March |. Garrold, Hereford. 

Prior, Thos Robt, Iifracombe, Gent. March 25. Surr & Gribble, Ab- 
church-lane. 

Scott, Eliz, Wakefield. March2!. Rayner, Horbury. 

Skelton, Ruth Anne, Foulsyke, in Loweswater, Cumberland, Spinster, 
March 31. Waugh, Cockermouth. 

Tay = John Skardon, Trinity-sq, Surrey, Solicitor, March 12, Buchanan, 

Walbrook. 
Wane, John, Bassenthwaite, Cumberland, Yeoman. March 31. Waugh, 


Cockermouth. 
Willcocks, Richd, Saltash, Cornwall, Innkeeper. Campbell, Pl ith. 
March 20. Wood, Nun- 


Woodcock, Geo, Hinckley, Leicester, Hosier. 


. eaton, 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Feb, 12, 1864. 
Foster, vet 4 Halifax, Plumber and Glazier. March 15. Foster » Foster, 


V.C. Stua 
— Thos, Brighton, Gent. March 21, Rawley v Skevington, V.C. 
Powell, relia, Worsfield, Salop, Widow. March 2, Underhill » Powell, 
Cc. W 
Stevens, Thos, =e Tisted, Southampton, Yeoman. March 3, Forder 
Waterman, "John, peanten! Cornwall, Boat Builder, March 23, Stacey 
v Thornton, V.C. Stuart. 
quand, V.C. Stuart. 
Wilson, Ann, Bedwardine, Worcester. March 21. Moore » Barber, V.C. 
Stuart 


v Stevens, V.C. W: 
Williams, John Chas, Lancaster-pl, Strand. March 21. Dunn © Tur- 
Wittich, Fredk Wm, Clarendon-sq, Somers-town, Professor of the German 


Language. March 4, Wittich v Spaeth, M.R. 
Tuespay, Feb. 16, 1864. 

Burlton, Richd, Ellesmere, Salop, Ironmonger, March 14, Burlton v 
Griffiths, V. C. Stuart. 

Gittins, Wm, Shrewsbury, Brazier. March 12. Harris e bom oh 

Kenney, Alicia, Curzon-st, May Fair, Widow. March 9, Usher v 
V. C. Kindersley. 

Proctor, Lieutenant-General Hy Adolphus, Aberhafesp-hall, Montgomery. 
March 7. Coleman v Jones, V. C. Wood. 

Smith, Saml, a Hereford, Farmer. March 23. Smith v Smith, 
V. C, Stua: 

Talbot, nan Studland, Dorset, Yeoman. March 12, Talbot v Kent, 
M. R. 

Wilson, Geo Hy, Uttoxeter, Civil Engineer. March 12. Cusack» Udale, 
M.R, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fatpar, Feb. 12, 1864. 
Bag-haw, Joseph, Burwash, Sussex. Farmer. Feb5, Phileox, Burwash. 
Burnham, Ann, Bicester, Innkeeper. Feb 1. ne, Bicester. 
Estcourt, Chas Wyatt, Newport, Isle of Wight, "Gent. Jaa 27. Mew, 
Newport. 
Spurgin, Thos, Saffron Walden, Surgeon, Jan 22, Thurgood, Saffron 
Walden, 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Farrar, Feb 12, 1864, 


Appleton, Wm, Kirkstall, Leeds, Grocer. Jan 18. Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

— aoe ‘Longridge, Gracsebureh- -st, Ship Agent. Feb 1. Comp. 
eg Feb 10. 

= Thos, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Jan 13. Asst. Reg 

10. 

Bentham, Joseph, Bradford, Merchant. Jan 28. Asst. Reg Feb il. 

Reach, Nicholas Jarvis, Cranbrook, Kent, Farmer. Feb2, Asst. Reg 
eb 12. 

Bottomore, Thos, Nottingham, Victualler. Jan 14. Asst. Reg Feb 11. 

Brock, Geo Albert, & Geo Yaxley, Castle-st, Falcon-sq, Wholesale Milli- 

ners. Jan15. Asst. Reg Jan 10. 


bromhead, Thos, Peterborough, Merchant. Jan 12. Asst. Feb 9. 

note. John, Nottingham, Boot-lace Manufacturer. Jan Cony. 

Conley, ~~ North Shields, Engine Builder. Feb2. Conv. Reg Feb 10. 

mr Wm, Eckington, Derby, Plumber and Glazier. Jan 30, Cony. 
eb 12. 

Dove, Edwd is, Carpet Merchant. Jan 18, Cony. Reg Feb 10. 


Parker, Leed 
Ewens, Geo, High-st, Lambeth, Rag Merchant. Feb 3. Comp Reg Jan 9. 
Gelder, Edw Van, Pickle Manufacturer, Feb 6, Comp. he fg Feb = 
Gloyne, Chas Glyn, ury, Manufacturer. a Me Cunt. Bop PR 
Good, Wm, jun, Southsea, Butcher. Feb 8. TR | 
Birm, Grocer. Jan 28. Conv, Save 
Trowbridge, Brok»r. Feb4. Comp. 


Humberston, Wm, Boston, Boot Maker, Jan 15, Cony. Reg Feb ll, 





———————— 
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ve Wm, ~y 4" aa Finsbury, Oil and Colourman. Feb 5. 
eb! 


King 1 wd, Nottingham, Cab Proprietor. Jan 13. Asst. Reg Feb 9. 

Leigh, John, Tonbridge, Grocer, Jani5. Conv. Reg Feb 11. 

Manon, EAwin, Rochdale, Currier. Jan 15. Conv. Reg Feb 11. 

— Rehd, West Hootly, Sussex, Farmer. Jan 21. Cony. Reg 

eb 8. 

McLean, Jas, Nottingham, Draper. Jan 1i4. Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

Pryde, Geo, Lpool, Ship Chandler, Jan 14. Conv. Reg Feb 10. 

Guy, John Morley, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Jan 16. Asst, 
Reg Feb 12. 

Riley, Alf, Wakefield, Woolstapler. Jan 27. Conv. Reg Feb 10. 

Sisling, Wm, & Thos Burrows, Nottingham, Leather Dealers. Jan 30. 
Asst. Reg Feb 11. 

Smart, Fredk, Manch, Non-trader. Jan26. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 

Spurgin, Thos, Saffron Walden, Surgeon. Jan 22, Asst. Reg Feb 9. 

Taylor, Edwd, Milford Haven, Engineer. Feb 3. Arrt. Reg Feb 10, 

Thornber, Jas, Manch, Bootmaker. Jan 20, Comp. Reg Feb 11. 

Turpin, Jas, jun, & Edwd Hart Turpin, Nottingham, Music Sellers. Jan 
16. Asst. Reg Feb 9. 

Ward, John Alfred, Sheffield, Builder. Jan 27. Conv. Reg Feb 1. 

Widowfield, Robt, Washington, Grocer. Jan 19, Asst. Reg Feb 11. 


Tuespay, Feb. 16, 1864. 
Adamson, Thos, & John Leonard, Houghton-le-Spring, General Dealers, 
Jan 19. Asst. Reg Feb i2. 
Ashworth, John, Rochdale, Clogger. Jan 20. Cony. Reg Feb 13. 
Bushman, John Stevenson, Laverstock, Wilts. Feb 1. Asst. Reg Feb 13. 
Creed, Hy Herries, South Shields, late of Brompton, one of the Clerks of 
the House of Commons. Feb2. Arrt. Reg Feb 16. 
iy ge Birkenhead and Lpool, Builder. Jan 20. Asst. Reg 
e 
Davidson, Jas, 7): Quay, nr Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer, Jan 30. 
Comp. Reg Feb 
Paes Fe A John’ s-ter, Upper Holloway, Draper. Jan 30. Conv. 
e 
Dearneley, Wm, Norland, Halifax, Bleacher. Jan 16, Conv. Reg Feb 12. 
Dixon, Wm, Regent-st, Middx, Gent. Feb2. Comp. Reg Feb 12. 
— Wm, New North-rd, Hoxton, Publisher. Feb 10. Cony. Reg 
eb 15. 
Ellis, Robt, & Jonathan Ellis, Austonley, York, Woollen Cloth Manufac- 
turers. Jan22. Asst. Reg Feb 13. 
Faviell, Saml Clough, & Benj Burrell, Leeds, Spade Manufacturers. Jan 
21. Comp. Reg Feb 13. 
Haworth, Jas Gregory, Salford, Brewer. Feb 2. Conv. Rs Feb 15. 
Helm, Danl, Whitby, Grocer. "Jan 18. Conv. Reg Feb 
urd, Wm, Thornbury, Gloucester, Tailor, Jan 19. sh ve Feb 15. 
Jackson, Joseph, York, Plasterer. Jan21. Cony. Reg Feb 
a“ ae Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Grocer. Jan 23. » oll Reg 
eb 13, 
Kington, John, Bath, Butcher. Jan 25. Comp. Reg Feb 12. 
aan Joseph, Rippestone, Pembroke, Farmer. Jan 20. Conv, Reg 


Munn, Jas, & Robt oe Bacup, Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. Jan 21, 
Asst. Reg Feb 1 
bea 8 Meichies,, Huddersfield, Yarn Spinner. Jan 19. Comp. Reg 
b i 


el 
— Thos Sowerby Bridge, nr Halifax, Drysalter, Feb 6. Asst. Reg 
Fe 
Prince, Wm Hy, & Tom oe Castleton, nr Rochdale, Silk Spinners. 
Jani9. Asst. Reg Feb 
a ay , » Sowerby Bridge, Halifax, Grocer, Jan 28, Asst. Reg 
e 
Reynolds, Stephen Geo, Basingstoke, Draper. Feb 3. Conv. Reg Feb 13. 
Richards, Wm, East Challow, Berks, Baker. Jan 20. Conv, Reg Feb 13. 
Sawer, Thos, Foster-pl, Clapham, Milliner. Feb8. Cony. Reg Feb 16. 
Shaw, John, Bradford, Worsted Spinner. Jan 15, Comp. Reg Feb ll. 
Smith, Wm Hy, Curtain-rd, Shoreditch, Timber Merchant. Feb 3. Arrt. 
Reg Feb 12. 
Thomas, Jas, Walcot, Bath, Draper. Feb 12. Comp. Reg Feb 15. 
Timmins, Wm, Wednesbury, Stafford, Grocer. Jan 20. Asst. Reg Feb 13. 
Walker, John, Lindley, Huddersfield, "Joiner. Jan 30. Conv. Reg Feb 13. 
bes Hy, Aston-juxta-Birm, and Kidderminster, Grease Manufacturer. 
Jan 20. Conv. Reg Feb 15. 

Wilson, John, Bristol, nr Leeds, Shopkeeper. Jan 23. Asst. Reg Feb 15. 
Wren, Joseph, Gray’: s-inn- rd, Cheesemonger. Jan 28. Comp. Reg Feb 13. 
Bankrupts. 

Fatwar, Feb 12, 1864. 
To Surrender in London 
Bashford, Geo Jas St John, Leadenhall-st, Merchant. Pet Feb 8, March 1 
atll. Holt, Bucklersbury. 
Brayshaw, Geo, Kentish-town-rd, Middlesex, Tailor. Pet Feb 9. March 
1ati2. Mirfin, Staple-inn 
,» Geo, Chamber-st, Whitechapel, Leather Merchant. Pet Feb 5. 
. Feb 23 at 1, Dubois, Gresham-st. 
Chandler, Geo, eo, Victoria-pl, Lambeth,Carman. Pet Feb 10. March | at 
1, Hill, Basinghall-st. 
Geo Thos, Great St Helen’s, London, and Kingston-upon-Hull, 
Wine Merchant,. Pet Jan15. March i at 12, Kearsey, Bucklersbury. 
John Goodjer, Harlow, Essex, Miller, Pet Feb 5. March 1 at 
ll. o~, oe 
Goodere, umstead, Kent, Bootmaker. Pet Feb9. Feb 23 at 2. 
Buchanan, Basinghall-st. ‘ 
, Geo, Devonshire-p], Commercial-rd East, Builder, Pet Feb 10. 
March 7 atll. Hill, Basinghall-st. 
Narris, Thos, Upper Holloway, Builder. Pet Feb 8. Feb 23 at 12, Howell, 


u Joseph, Guildford-pl, Kenni - Accountant. Feb 9. 
sauareh Fat Ne 1. 1 Wetherfeld, Moorgate 7 " = 
inson, ~ Bread eapside, Warehouse: . 
Feb 23 at 12, Fe Tikans's Woes . —~ es 
Joseph, Hackney-rd, Linen Draper. Pet Feb 10. March 7 at 11. 


— 
ersey, Mary, Suffolk, Fi 5 . 
ry wa ‘armer, Pet Feb10, March 1 at 12. 
Vacour, Eugene ‘a R 
10. . tal st, Regent-st, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 








Moore, Hy, High-st. Marylebone, Carriage Manufacturer. Pet Feb 9. 
Feb 23 at 1i. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Mullis, Wm Hy, Old Kent-rd, Marble Mason. Pet Feb 9. Feb 23 at 11, 
Simpson, Weilington-st. 

Poulton, Wm, jun, — Beershop Keeper. Pet Feb8. Feb 23 at 1. 
Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Stowers, Jas, Norwich, Tobacco. Manufacturer. Pet Feb 8. Feb 23 at 
2. Ruckham, Norwich, and Doyle, Gray's-inn. 

Strong, Robt, Grove-ter, Kennington, Solicitor’s Clerk, Pet Feb 10, 
March | atl. Tonge, Camden-st, Camden Town. 

Suttie, Thos, Colvill-pl, Fitzroy-sq, Calico Glazier. Pet Feb 6 (for pan). 
Feb 27 at 1. id 

Swanton, Wm, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Butcher. Pet Feb 8. March 1 
at ll. Price, Serjeant’ s-inn. 

Swallow, Jas, Gibson-st, Waterloo-rd, Beerseller, Pet Feb 8 (for pau). 
Feb 27 atl. Aldridge. 

Tomalin, Wm, Long Buckby, Northampton, Tailor. Pet Feb10. Feb 27 
utl. Parker & Co, St Paul’s Churchyard. 

Winterbon, Hy Wood, Southminster, Essex, Plumber and Glazier. Pet 
Feb 10. Feb 23 ar i. Hilleary, Fenchurch-buildings, and Gepp & Veley, 
Chelmsford. 

To Surrender in the Country. 


Adams, Thos, Hanley, Butcher. Pet Feb 9, Hanley, March 12 at 12, 
Sutton, Burslem. 

Baines, Alf, Stamford, Lincoln, Dyer. Pet Feb 8. Stamford, Feb 22 at 10. 
Law, Stamford. 

Barron, John, South Killingholme, Lincoln, pager. Pet Feb 10. Leeds, 
Feb 24 at 12, Mason, Barton-upo n-Humbe 

Barton, Joseph, Dunham-c’-th’ “hilly Chester, Builder, Pet Feb 9. Lpool, 
Feb 24 at 12. Kent, Lpool. 

Benn, Ishmael, Bradford, Packer. Pet Feb 9. Bradford, March 1 at 10. 
Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Bromley, John, Wolstanton, Stafford, Publican. Pet Feb 8. Hanley, 
March 12 at 12. Litchfield, Neweastle-under-Lyme. 

Compbell, Duncan, Lpool, Master Porter. Pet Feb 10. Lpool, Feb 24 at 
tl. Husband, Lpool. 

Carter, Hy, John Bentley, & Geo Booth, Mirfield, York. Pet Feb 6. 
Dewsbury, Feb 26 at 11. Green, Bradford. 

Corker, John Roger, Holbeck, near Leeds, Carrier's Clerk. Pet Feb 4, 
Leeds, Feb 24 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Cotton, Richd, Alsager, Sie Cordwainer. Pet Feb 8. Congleton, 
Feb 20 at 3. Cooper, Congl 

Coward, Geo, Sheffield, Com. Miller. Adj Jan 18, Sheffield, March 3 
at2. Mason, Sheffield. 

Cross, Thos, Burslem, Stafford, Boot Maker. Pet Feb 8. Tunstall, March 
llatill. Salt, Tunstall. 

Dawes, Geo, Knaresborough, Farmer. Pet Feb 8. Knaresborough, Feb 
24 at 10. Richardson, Knaresborough. 

Dean, Ambrose, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Feb8. Hanley, March 
12 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 

age” Hy, Leeds, Woollen Draper, Pet Feb 9. Leeds, Feb 24 at 
12 arle, Le 

Evins, Joseph Hancock, Hereford, Architect. Pet Feb 9. Hereford, 
March 1 at 10. Garrold, Hereford. 

7 , Blythe, Leeds, Grocer. Pet Feb 9. Leeds, Feb 24 at 12. Harle, 

eeds. 

Forster, John, Carlisle, Butcher. Pet Feb 9, Carlisle; Feb 25 at 10. 
Donald, Carlisle. 

Garratt, Sam), Litchurch, Derby, Butcher. Pet Feb6, Derby, Feb 23 at 
12. Briggs, Derby. 

Goodere, John Hy, Cardiff, Attorney-at-Law. Tet Feb 10. Bristol, Feb 
25 at ll. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Gregson, Jas, Brighouse, Halifax, Butcher. Pet Feb 5. Halifax, Feb 26 
atl0. Jubb, Halifax. 

Hall, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cabinet Maker. Pet Feb9. New- 
Tree, -upon-Tyne, Feb 23 at 12. Daglish & Stewart, Newcastle-upon- 


Lamtet, Thos, Lpool, Victualler. Pet Feb 9. Lpool, Feb 23 at 3, Henry, 


_— 

Lees, Robt, Oldham, Spinner. Pet Feb 9. Manch, Feb 25 at 11, Lord, 
Ashton-under- Lyne, and Cooper & Son, Manch. 

Lewis, David, Gallygare, Glamorgan, Farmer. Pet Feb 9. Bristol, Feb 
26 at 11. Henderson & Griffiths, Cardiff, and Henderson, Bristol. 

Lloyd, Mary, Bettws, Monmouth, Widow, Farmer. Pet Feb 1. Newport, 
Feb 23 at 10. Greenway & Bytheway, Pontypool. 

Lover, Edmund Arthur, Portsea, Shopman toa Tailor. Pet Feb 8. Ports- 
mouth, Feb 25 at 11. Paffard, Portsea. 

Lovesy, Geo Valentine, Cardiff, Boots at the Angel Hotel. Pet Feb 9. 
Cardiff, Feb 23 at 11. Ensor, Cardiff. 

Mallalier, Jonathan, Manch, Commission Agent, Pet Feb’8. Manch, 
Feb 23 at 11. Grundy, Manch. 

Meaden, Chas, Gillingham, Dorset, Wine Merchant. Pet Feb 4. Exeter, 
Feb 22 at 11. Bell & Freame, Gillingham, and Terrell, Exeter. 

Parkes, Chas, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manch, Greengrocer. Pet Feb 4 
(for pau). Manch, March 7 at 9,30. Gardner, Mauch, 

Percival, Geo, Derby, Bootmaker. Pet Feb 8 Derby, Feb 23 at 12. 
Gamble, Derby. 

Platti, Fras Geo, Hench, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 10.. Manch, March 2 at 
12. Grundy, Mane 

Powell, Sam, Be ca, Flint, Builder, Pet Feb 8. Lpool, Feb 24 at 12 
Barre! i, Lpool. 

Pryer, Jas, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Victualler, Pet Feb 8, Newport, Feb 
24 atl. Joyce, Newport. 

Riley, Baxter, Lpool, Victualler. Pet Feb 11. Lpool, Feb 25 at 11. Evans 


Co, Lpool. 
Sanderson, Hy Settle, York, Grocer. Pet Feb9. Leeds, Feb 25 at 11. 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Bigebetien, Jas, Lpool, Clerk. Pet Feb 10. Lpool, Feb 24 at 3. Reddish 
anch fay 
Stead, Geo, Walton, near Tadcaster, Shoemaker. Pet Feb 5, Tadcaster, 
Feb 22 atl. Harle, 

Taylor, Jas Thos, Soundwell, Gloucester, Indigo Stone Blye Manufacturer. 
Pet Feb 9. Bristol, Feb 26 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Thomas, Wm, Lowesmoor, Worcester, out of business, Pet Feb 9. Feb 
29 at il. Wilson, Worcester. 

Thorp, Robert, Lpool, Seed Crusher. Pet Feb 8 Lpool, March 1 at 11. 
Neal & Martin, Lpool, 
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Th it, Salford. Serle. Pet Feb 11. Manch, Feb 25 at 11. 
' ere, & Penne , Manch. ‘ 


Wild, anal, Leeds, Builder. Adj Jan 18. Leeds, Feb 24at12. Ferns, 


Wingfield, Wm, Brodsworth, York, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 9. Doncaster, 
Feb 23 at 12. Woodhead, Doncaster. 

Wright, Jolin, Hartlepool, Beotmaker. Pet Feb 4. Hartlepool, Feb 23 
at ll. Todd, Hartlepool. 

TrespayY, Feb, 16, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 

Arnaud, Adrien, Gt Vine-st, Regent-st, Hotcl Keeper. Pet Feb 12. March 
lat?. Lewis, Gt Mariborough-st. 

Bartram, Hy, South st, Islington, Carpenter. Pet Feb 13, March 1! at 2. 
Webb, Jewry-st. 

Brown, Jas Wm, Butler’s-p!l, New-st, Dockhead, Labourcr. Pet Feb 12 
(for pau). Feb27 att, Ald 

Chester, Jas, jun, Dulwich, Butcher. Pet Feb 11. March 1 at 1. Spencer, 
Coleman-st-buildings, 

Clark, John Busby, Haymarket, Lamp Manufacturer. Pet Feb 13. March 
lat2. Paterson, Bouverie-st. 

sar oy Robt Court, Park-villas, Edmonton, Auctioneer’s Clerk. 

"March 1 at 12. Chipperficld, Trinity-st. 

Dalton, Wm, Percy-ter, Percy-cross, Fulham, Literary Writer, 
10. Feb 27 att2, Bartley, Backlersbury. 

Fry, Thos Dyer, jun, Back-rd, St George’s, East, Paper Stainer. Pet Feb 
id. March | at 1. Crossfield, Hackney-rd. 

Galer, Geo, Caledonian-rd, a Greengrocer. Pet Feb10. March 
lat. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Griffiths, Robt Pardoe, Took’s-et, Cursitor-st, Chancery-lane, Law Sta- 
tioner. Pet Feb 12. March 7 at 12. Edwards, Chancery-lane 

Hardy, Fanny, Blackfriars-rd, Widow, no profession. Pet Feb 13. “March 
lat2. Blake, King William-st. 

a —— Erith, Kent, Plumber, &c. Pet Feb 13. 
i. rd, Basinghall-st. 


Pet Feb 
Pet Feb 


March 1 at 


Hallonby, John Geo, New John-st, Wandsworth-rd, Builder. Pet Feb 
12 (for pau), March i at 2. Aldridge, Moorgate-st. 

Holmes, Chas, Churton-st, Pimlico, Plumber, &c. Pet Feb 12 (for pau), 
March | at 1. Aldridge, 

Huckle, Wm, Thanet-st, Buarton-creseont, Carpenter. Pet Feb 11. 
March | at 1. Marshall, Lincoln's inn-fields 


Jones, Edmd, Stanstead-lane, Forest-hill, Kent, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet Feb 12. March lat 2. Coleman & Bradley, Fenchurch-st. 


Lockyer, John, Brompton, Assistant to a Metal Warechonseman. Pet Feb 
13. March 1 at2, Neal, Pinner’s-hall. 

McEvoy, Philip, Greenfield-st, Commercial-rd, out of business. Pet Feb 
ll, Feb 27atil. Abbott, St Mark-st. 

Moore, Philip, Turville-st, Bethnal-green, Packing Case Maker. Pet Feb 
10. March 7 at 12. Wood, Bucklersbury. 

Mulcaster, Fredk Montreson, Woodlands, Putney. Pet Feb 12. March 
lat2. Lewis, Great Marlborongh-st. 

Nassen, Eric, Circus, Minories, Master Mariner. Pet Feb 12. March 7 


at 12. Howard, Paternoster-row. 


Thurgur, Wm 
Feb 11. March | at eH 
ells. 


Newcombe, Geo Fredk, Westbourne-park-crescent, Harrow-rd, Attorney's 
Clerk. Pet Feb 12 (for pan). Feb 27 at ll. Aldridge 
Pavitt, Thos, Inworth, Farm Bailiff. Pet Feb 11. Feb 27 at 12. Dnuf- 
fieid, Cornhill, for Blood & Dougtas, Witham. 
Pembery, Geo Wm, a Woolwich, Grocer. Pet Feb 12. March 
lat2. Weeks, Boswell-c 
Reeves, Cranley, nr Guildford, Watchmaker. Pet Feb 12 (for pau). Feb 
27 at 32. Aldridge. 
Sampson, Robt, Violet-hill, St John’s-wood, Gasfitter. Pet Feb 12 (for 
pau). Marchiati, Aldridge. 
Sanitrel, Joseph, Portland-rd South, Norwood, Whitesmith. Pet Feb tl. 
March | at 2. Silvester, Gt Dover-st. 
, Wells-next-the-Sea, Norfolk, Brickmaker. Pct 
Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, for 
Loynes 
Ward, Wm Hy Scudamore, Queen's-rd, Bayswater, Gent. Pet Feb 13. 
Feb 27\at 1. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 
Wallis, rredk, Red-hill, Reigate, Plumber. Pet Feb 13, Feb 27 at 12 
» Michael Barge-¥d, Bucklersbury. 
Woolf, sen Ohurch-row, Houndsditeh, Rag Dealer. Pet Feb it. Feb 
27 ati1. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Adams, Thos, Stafford, Victualler. Pet Feb 11. Stafford, Feb 25 at 12. 
Bowen, Stafford. r 

Atkins, ian » Ruger, Baker. Pet Feb 12. Rugby, Feb 26 at 11, Overell, 
Leam 


Birch, "riteh, Ssedtey, Working Potter. Pet Feb 13. 
at 12. Sutton, Burs'em. 

Bomford, fy, Feckenham, Worcester, Grocer. Pet Feb 11. Birm, March 
4at 12. James & Griffin, Birm, and Richards & Simmonds, Redditch. 
Booth, Wm, Halifax, Stonemason, [ct Fcb 12. Halifax, March 11 at 10. 

Ingram & Baines, Halifax. 
Bray, Wm Cinder-hilis, nr Holmfirth, York, Butcher. Pet Feb 11. Leeds, 
Feb 29 at 11.1% Booth, Holmfirth, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 


Hanley, March 12 


Brownbridge, John, Sheffield, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 13. ‘Leeds, March 
5at 10. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Bryer, John Tuck, Bristol, Carpenter. Pet Feb 10. Bristol, Feb 26 at 
12, Brittan. 
Budworth, Thos, Leicester, Cork Cutter. Pet Feb 13. Leicester, March 
2at il. Billings, Leicester. 
Burnill, John, Wakefield. Fish and Game Dealer. Pet Fed 13, Wake- 
field, March 5at tl. Barratt, Wakefield. 
Burnley, Sami, Heckmondwike, York, Comm Agent. Adj Dee 15. 
Feb 26 at 11. Sykes, Heekmondwike. 
Butler, Thos Edwd, Gloucester, Cos Comm Agent. Pet Feb 12, Gloucester, 
Feb 25 at 12. Cooke, Gloucester 
y) wgheMield, Knife Outier, Pet Feb 11. Sheffield, March 
reson te _Eandport, Butcher. Pet Feb 11, Portsmoath 
her. ° ath, 
Feb 27 at I. see aa 
Clarke, sivers Coton, Ws Ne Nag os 5; nee Fet Feb 11. Birm, 
March 14 at 12. Egy & Griffin, Bi 
Copa, Landport, out of business, Pet Feb 10. Portsmouth, Feb 27 
Paffard, Portsea. 


av ll. 





Crewdson, Chas, vane, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 10, Chertsey, 
March | at I1. White, Guildford, 


ae, _ Cantiagen, gear rye Baker. Pet Febi2. Luton, March 
pherd, La 
Dem Geo, Whi Baer. Pet Feb Il. Feb 29 
- ttlesey, Peterborough, at 


Fineh, Thos, Hemel Hempitead, Broker. Pet Feb9. St Alban’s, Feb 37 
at ll. Annesley, St Alban 

Foskett, John, Birm, Wood Handle Maker. Pet Feb 12. Birmw, March U 
at12. Parry, Birm. 

Goodacre, John, Walton-le-Dale, Lancaster, Victualler. Pet Feb 1%, 
Preston, Feb 27 at 10. Edelston, Preston. 


Grand, Alf, Scarborough, Fisherman. Pet Feb 10. Scarborough, Feb 26 
at 4. Cornwall, jun, Scarborough. 

Crem, Saml, Boothstown, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet Feb 12. Salford, 

it + ‘Joseph, Ch eadle, Stattoed, Blacksmith. Pet Feb 12. Cheadle, 
arris, . 
Marels 17 at Ll. Tennant, Hanley. 

Harvey, Saul, Gt Yarmouth, Fisherman. Pet Feb 9. Gt Yarmouth, 
Feb 23 at 11. Costerton, Gt Yarmoath. 


Hepworth, Abraham, owe, York, Stunemason. Pet Feb 12. Dewsbary, 
Feb 26 at 11. Ibberson, Dewsbury. 

Higdon, Chas Robt, Sheffield, Comassrotal Traveller. Pot Feb 1. Shef- 
field, ‘March %at2. Binney, Sheffield. 
Hignell, Thos ay, Cone, fonmouth. Adj Feb 12. Bristol, Feb 20 at 


il. Brittan, 
Hodges, Martin Hurst, Bristol, Teacher of Music. Pet Feb 11. Bristol, 
Feb 26 at 12. Hill. oe Pet 
Hubbard, Edw, Sapper, 20th Company iat. Wann been 
Feb 2 (for pau). Dorchester, feb eston, Dorehester. 
Jenkins, John, St Brides-super-Ely, Glamorgan, Farmer, Pet Feb 11. 
Bristol, Feb'25 at 11, Dalton & Spencer, Cardiff, and Henderson, 
ristol. 
Knight, Joseph, Lubenham, Leicester, Baker. Pet Feb 13, Market Har- 
borough, March lat 11. Rawlins, Market Harboro 
Laidler, Robt, Monkwearmouth Shore, Durham, Fish arer. Pet Feb 9. 
Sunderland, Feb 26 at 12. McRae, Sunderland. 
meh , jun, Horsham (and not Honham, as advertised in Gazette of 


Ludsbury, Marmaduke Wright, Staveley, Derby, Hairdresser. Pet Feb 
ll. Chesterfield, March 11 at ll. Busby, s. 


Mathews, Hy, Stratford- Avon, Professor of Music. Pet 
— March 14 at 12, Warden, Stratford-upon-Avon, and 

ll Mason Johnstone, pa | Harmonium Maker. Pet Feb i. 
Lpool, Feb 27 at 11. Goffey, 

Mavin, Geo, Gilesgate, — ter. Pet Febil. Durham, Feb 
29 at 12. Brignal, Durha 

> > ry Gloucester, Cabinet Maker. Pet Feb 10. Gloucester, Feb 

5 at VWilkes, Gloucester. 

Rayner, ‘Tohm Luddenham, Kent, Builder and Sawyer. Pet Feb 9, Faver- 
sham, Feb 24 at It. Delasaux, Canterbury, 

Smales, Richd, Staithes, York, Common Carrier, Pet Feb 12, Whihy, 
March 3 at 11. Hindmarsh, Whitby 

Street, Wm, Wirksworth, Miner. Pet Feb 12. Wirksworth, March 13 at 
Il. Stone, Wirksworth. 

Taylor, Wm, Barton St Mary, Gloucester, Market Gardener. Pet Feb 10. 
Gloucester, Feb 25 at 12. Wilkes, Gloucester. 

Trinfield, Geo, & Hy Nock, Birm, Cut Nail _enatnetate, Pet Feb 13. 
Birm, ‘March 11 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Walshaw, Geo, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Blacksmith. Pet Feb 12, Dewsbury, 
Feb 26 at ll. Green, bradford. 

White, Chas Felgate, Durham, Grocer, Pet Feb10, Durham, Feb 29.at 
12. Marshall, Durham. 


Williams, Hi h, Holyhead, Shopkeeper. Pet Feb 12. Lpool, March 1 at 
12, Evans & Co, Lpool. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED, 
Tusspar, Feb. 16, 1864. 
Webb, Edmund, St Denys, Southampton, Innkeeper, Jan 96, 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Feb. 12.—By fe eae eve. 
Freehold, threg houses, situated in road, Sutton.—Sold for £540. 
Freehold, three plots of building land, on the St. Margaret's Estate, Isle- 
worth,—Sold for £500. 
By Mr. Murrett. 
Leaseho'd premises, No. 21, Finch-lane, City; term 80 years from March, 
1862, at £500 per annum.—Sold for _— 
Freehold residence, known as Hazeloak House, situate in the Lford High- 
road, with the meadow in the rear.—Sold for 
Freehoidy a — fronting the High-rd, ford, comprising 5a, 2r. 22p. 
_ for 


Feb 6 em, 5% H. Lowa. 
Freehold Farm, called “ Pinchbec' ose at Romford, Essex, eom- 
prising about iS ere amble and meadow meadow iand.—Sold for 2,400, 
Freehold, a close of meadow land, containing about 10 acres, called“ Gren 
and Little nee ay -  matoatns East Side poy eh a 
more, Essex. —for 
Feb 17.—By Messrs, WivsTauter. 
Freehold suite of chambers on the snout ond ied Seeus (EROS, Be 8, 
New-square, Lincoln’s-inn; let for a term: a¢ £120 per annum.—geld for 


£1,900. 

nae mnoemnene Se ee 
the above; let at per annum. 

—— pode tiem a aegery yy adjoining portions of 
the above; let at per annum.—Sold for 

Leasehold, three houses, Nos- 16 to 16, Parker set, Fearmon-atrest, 
Kingsland-roady term, years < from Christmas last; ground- 
rent, ant ur tieae for s 

Feb. ¥3 Maurs, Tiesee DOR. ” 

Improved ground-rents, per anvum, years, secured 

ros peel houses in t, Gray’s- inn-road,—Sold for 
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Extensive Estate and Residence of Rosehaugh, in Ross-shire, and Church 
Patronage for Sale, 


O BE SOLD BY PUBLIC ROUP, on WED- 
NESDAY, MARCH 16, at TWO o’clock Afternoon, within Messrs. 

CAY & BLACK’S SALE-ROOMS, No. 16a, George-street, Edinburgh, if 
not previously disposed of by private bargain—Upset Price, £175,0°0— 
THE LANDS OF ROSEHAUGH and LITTLE SUDDIE, with the 
Mansion-house, Garden, and Offices of Rosehaugh, lying in the parishes of 
Avoch, Knockbain, and Rosemarkie, and county of Ross. The Lands, 
which are Neg Fre ed situated, are estimated to extend to 6,350 acres, 
or thereby. these, about 4,013 acres are arable, about 1,220 acres are 
psy end pasture, and [nearly 804 acres are under wood, in a healthy 
and thriving condition.  mansion-house (a charming residence) and 
offices are very ample, and the garden and grounds around the mansion- 
house are extensive, and beautifully laid out. The mansion-house is 
situated about two miles from the Port of Avoch, on the Moray Firth, 
which presents a beautiful prospect. The Lands are well stocked with 
game, and, being partly bounded by the Moray Frith and Munlochy Bay, 
are abundantly supplied with wild duck and other sea fowl. There is 
right to the Salmon Fishings of Castleton, in the Moray Frith. The 
Patronage of the Parish Church of Avoch, which is a valuable living. will 
be sold along with the Estates. The Estates may be reached in about 
twenty hours from London, by the Perth and Inverness Railway to Inver- 
ness and Dingwall, from either ot which places the mansion-house is 
distant from six to eight miles. A Railway is projected from Dingwall to 
Fortrose, passing through the Estate, and a line has been already 

ed 


surveyed. 
Further particulars may be obtained on application to 
Messrs. W. & H. P. SHARP, Solicitors, 92, Gresham House, Old Broad- 
street, London ; 
or to Messrs. JOLLIE, STRONG, & HENRY, W.S., 40, Prince’s-strest, 
Edinburgh, 


Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuitics, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, March 3. f 

R. MARSH has received instructions to include 

in his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., 

goeret to take place atthe MART, on THURSDAY, MARCH 3, at 

ELVE, the ABSOLUTE REVERSION to a ONE-FIFTH SHARE (less 

£200) of £10,000 sterling, invested on a first-class mortgage, and 

£1,139 19s. 94. New Three per Cent. Bank Annuities, standing in the 

names of three highly respectable trustees, and receivable on the decease 
of two ladies aged respectively 60 and 62 years. 
Particulars may be obtained at the Mart ; of 

Messrs. J. K. & C. HEDGES, Solicitors, Wallingford, Berks ; 

and at Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 








Periodical Sale (established in 1843), of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, March 3. % 
R. MARSH has received instructions to include 
in his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., 
appointed to take place at the MART, on THURSDAY, MARCH 3, at 
TWELVE, the valuable ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £2,000 sterling, 
amply secured in Consols of a much larger amount; a One-Seventh Share 
of £1,166 13s. 4d. Conso’s ; and a One-Sixteenth Share of the sum of 
£4,700 Consols; and a long Leasehold House, of the value of £800, 
receivable on the decease of a lady, now in the 49th year of her age. 
Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; of 
D. P. HINDLEY, Esq., Solicitor, 10, Old Jewry-chambers ; of 
T. H. CARNOCHAN, Esq., Solicitor, Crowle, Lincoln; and at 
Mr. MARSH'S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 





Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, March 3, 
R. MARSH has received instructions from the 
Mcrtgagees to include in his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Rever- 
sions, Policies, &c., appointed to take place on THURSDAY, MARCH, 3, 
at TWELVE, in One Lot, an ANNUITY of £390, during the life of a gen- 
tleman now in his 59th year, granted by Her Majesty’s Treasury, as com- 
pensation for the office of Deputy of the patentee of the Subpcena-office 
of the High Court of Chancery (subject to payment thereout of an annuity 
of £150 per annum during the above life, and of a gentleman aged 42 years, 
and to payment of a premium of £66 1s. 3d. Also a Policy of Assurance 
for the sum of £500, effected in 1836, in the Clerical, Medical and General 
Life Assurance Society ; and Policies for the aggregate sum of £1,400 
effected in the Law Union Insurance Society, 126, Chancery-lane. 
Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; of 
G,J. DURRANT, Esq., Solicitor, 23, Guilford-street, Russel l-square ; 
and at Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house, 
Re Hills and Hills.—Dartford Bank.—Eynsford, near Farningham, and 
Milton-street, Swanscombe, Kent, and Cawston, Norfolk. 
R. MARSH has received instructions from the 
Court of Bankruptcy, with the concurrence of sub-Mortgagees, to 
SELL jf AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, MARCH 3, at 
TWELVE, in Three Lots, the valuable ABSOLUTE REVERSION ex- 
tant on the decease of a lady now in her 67th year, to an UNDIVIDED 
OIETY of valuable FREEHOLD PROPERTY, at Eynsford ; comprising 
building land, situate at Eynsford, the residence known as Saddler’s Hall, 
with garden and meadow ; a butcher’s shop, garden, and meadow, in the 
occupation of Mr. H. Benham, jun., six cottages, and a freehold ground- 
rent of £13 annum: also the valuable absolute reversion, on 
the decease of the same lady, to an Undivided Moiety of valuable Free- 
hold Property, situate in the parish of Swanscombe, comp’ about 
nine acres of Arable Land, situate on the road from Galley-Hill 
to Swanscombe ; also seyeral Cottages in Milton-street, in the occupation 
of Mr, Alexander Hassell and others ; also a Freehold Cottage, situate at 
Goospie, Cawston, Norfolk, let to Mr. Tubby at £3 10s. per annum. 
May be viewed and particulars obtained of 
Messrs. SOUTHGATE & SON, Solicitors, Gravesend ; of 
Messrs, LAWRANCE, PLEWS, & BOYER, Solicitors, Old Jewry- 


chambers; of 
eee, 0 peer SON, Solicitors, 30, Queen-street, Cheapside, and 
Mr, MARSH'S Offices, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house, 








Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, March 3. 
R. MARSH has received instructions to include in 
Av. his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c,, ap- 
pointed to take place at the MART, on THURSDAY, MARCH 3, at 
TWELVE, the ABSOLUTE REVERSION to the SUM of £1,846 3s. 1d. 
sterling, invested on mortgage of the United Service Club, Stephen’s-green, 
Dublin, receivable on decease of a lady age 43 years. 
Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; of 
Messrs. ARDILL & STEPHENS, Solicitors, No. 72, Angel-st, Dublin ; 
and at Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 


ROOKS and SCHALLER (removed from Picca- 
dilly).—Their MONTHLY printed INDEX (first published in 1820) 
of ESTATES, country and town houses, manors, hunting quarters, rights 
of shooting and fishing, farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had free 
at their Offices, 25, Charles-street, St. James’, 8.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars for next publication must be arded 
before the 26th of each month, 
ELICAN LIFE INSURANCE OFFICE. 
ESTABLISHED IN 1797. 
No. 70, Lombard-street, E.C., and 57, Charing-cross, S.W. 


DIRECTORS. 

Henry Lancelot Holland, Esq. 
William James Lancaster, Esq. 
John Lubbock, Esq., F-R.S, 
Benjamin Shaw, Esq. 








Octavius E. Coope, Esq. 
William Cotton, Esq., D.C.L., F.R.S. 
John Davis, Esq. 
Jas. A. Gordon, Esq., M.D., F.R.S. 
Edward Hawkins, jun., Esq. Matthew Whiting, Esq. 
Kirkman D. Hodgson, Esq., M.P. M. Wyvill, jun., Esq., M.P, 
ROBERT TUCKER, Secretary and Actuary. 
This Company grants assurances at derate rates of premium with 
participation in profits, and at low rates without profits. 
Also—Loans in connection with Life Assurance upon approved security. 
At the last division of profit the Bonus varied from 28 to 60 per cent. on 
the premiums paid. 
For particulars and forms of proposal apply to the Secretary. 








Now ready, g 
SEVENTH EDITION of KAIN’S SOLIOCI- 
TORS’ BOOK-KEEPING, price 6s, Tobe had of Kain & Sparrow, 
Law and Mercantile Accountants, 69, Chancery-lane, W.C.; of Water: 
low’s, London-wall, E.C.; and through all Booksellers. 


CCOUNT BOOKS (Priced List free).—“* KAIN’S 

SYSTEM is easily acquired ; it shows at a g'ance the results of the 

business.” Tobe had asabove. Adopters, 1,153; Account Books issued 
2,715 (to last year 1,047 and 2,293 respectively). 


NTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION.—Mr. G. J. 
KAIN, F.S,S., instructs Gentlemen, in Town or Country, in Booke 
keeping. 
\ ILLIAM LYNCH, ATTORNEY, SOLICITOR, 
and PROCTOR, 15, Eldon-chambers, Bank-place, Melbourne, 
Victoria, Australia, attends to collection of debts, &c, Patents obtained 
or all the Australian colonies. 


SjAMVES, and W. MYERS GRAY, Barristers, 

Attorneys-at-Law, and Solicitors, 139, Hollis-street, Halifax, Nova 
Scotia, attend to Collection of Debts, Sale and Purchase of Real Estate 
Bank and other Stocks, &c, 


Te SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
_ Will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 

RICHARD and JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite, Somerset House, 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


wi LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King’s. 
s. d. £s. a. 
110 Oandi 18 @ 














Table Forks, per doz...... 8 
Dessert ditto ... 1 0 Oandi10 0 5 
Table Spoons 110 Oand1 18 0 8 
Dessert ditto -» | 0 Oard110 0 5 
Tea Spoons .....eceseeees 012 Oandd 18 0 3 
Every Article for the Table as in Silver.—A Sample Tea 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. < 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE isthe MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality. 
Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards ; — 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s. 6d. to 20s, 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8x, r dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Machéditto, 25s. the set. T 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 e 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s.,and 18s. per dozen. White Bone ves 
pod gu 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 
As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 
prices of Electro Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, F - 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every articlemarked in — 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has 5] 
erent for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered cartia ze free 
per rail. 
RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRANL LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


0 
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